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Jeaſt Concetn * Truth, and the Firſt 

Principles of the Chriſtian Religion, 

was the only Motive that engag'd me 
in the Examination of your Lordſhip's 
Dodrines in a Former Letter to your Lordſhir p. 
And the ſame Motive, I hope, will be chought 
a ſufficient Apology for my preſuming to give 
your . Second Letter. 


Ambngit « the Vain Contemptible Things; 
whereof your would create an Abhor- 
rence in the Taxi — the Trifles and Niceties 
Abſolutions, Excommu- 
that to expect the 
bis own, N. | 
ofront bin . And that ell depends 

Human 3 


It is * from theſe Maxims (for your 
Lordſhip afferts chem as ſuch) that whatever In- 
ſticutions are obſerved in any Chriſtian . 
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F2) 
upon this Suppcſition, that thereby Grace iz ] 
conſettd thro' Human Hand, or by e Miniſtry 
of the Clergy, ſuch Inſtitutions ought to be con- 

, dethh'd, and are condemn'd by your Lordſhip, 
as triſling, uſeleſs, and affronting to God. \ 


_ There is an I»ffitution, my Lord, in the yer E. 
Aablifh'd Church _ 5 1 22 we * "ary 

- frmation : It is founded upon the expreſs Words 
of Seripture, Primitive Obſervance, and the U. 
nißerſal Practice of all ſucceeding; Ages in the 
- it ſhould be a Means of conferring Grace, by the 
Prayer and Impoſition of the Rip: Hand, on 
thoſe who have been already Baptized, But yet 
againſt all this Authority, both Divine and Hu- 
man, and the expreſs Order of our own Church, 
your Lordſhip reaches the Layity, l 4 Hu- 
pe God's Grace from any Hands but bis. own, 5s to 


It w. my 


j 


maritans 


My Lord, ſeveral things are here out of Oue- 
CE tion; For ff, Thar ſomething elſe, even in the 
Apoſtclical Times, was neceflary, beides Bap- | 


* + 
iſm, in order to qualifie Perſons to become com 
pleat Members of che Body, or Partakers of the 
Grace of Chriſt. They had been baptiz d, yet 
did not receive the Holy Ghoſt, till the Apo- 
Ales Hands were laid upon them. 24h), That 
zod's Graces are not only conſer'd by means 
of Human Hands ; but of ſome particular Hands, 
and not others. 34ly, That this Office was ſo 
Rtrialy appropriated to the Apoſtles, or Chief 
overnours of the Church, that it could not 
xe perfarm'd by Inſpir'd Men, tho' empower'd- 
> work. Miracles, who were of an inferjonr 
Order; as Philip the Deacon. 4tbly, That the 
Power of the Apoſtles for the Performance of this 
Ordinance, was intirely owing to their ſupe- 
jour Degree in the Miniſtry ; and not to any 

traotdinary Gifts they were endow'd with: 
or then Philip. might have perform'd it; who 
was not wanting in thoſe Gifts, being himſelf 
n Evangeliſt, and Worker of Miracles: Which 
a Demonſtration, that his Incapacity aroſe 
rom his inferior Degree in the Miniſtry. | 


And now, my Lord, are all Humas Fenedi- 
Hens Niceties and Trifle: ? Ate the Means of God's 
7. in P ic vicked, 1 
Ind offreting to God, to ſuppole concrary 3 
ow then comes Peter and Fob» to - confer the | 
oly Ghoſt by the Impoſition of their Hands? 
io comes it, that they appropriate this Of. 
ice to theinſelves '? Is the Diſpenſatiog of 
8 —_ . Hande aloe ? AG xt | 
it be diſpens d to us hy the Miniſtry of ſome 8 
*erlons, 9 that of others? N 
— | ph Were 
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Were the Apoſtles ſo wicked, as to diſtingyiſh, 
themſelves by a Pretence to vain Powers, which 
God had reſerv d to himſelf? And which your 
Lordſhip ſuppoſes from the Title of your Pre. 
ſervative, that it is inconſiſtent with Commun 
Senſe, to imagine that God would, or could-haye 
communicated to Men. 4 


Had any of your Lordſhip's well - inſtructed 
Layity livd in che Apoſtles Days, with what 
Indignation miſt they have rejected this ſenſleſ 

Chimerical Claim of the Apoſtles 2 They muff 
have ſaid, Why do you, Peter or Fobn, pretend 
to this Blaſpbemoa Power ? Whilſ# we believe 
the Geſpel, we cannot expet# the Grace of Gul 
Fom any Hands but h own. You give us the 
Holy Ghoft ! You confer the Grace of God ! I; 
it not impious to think, that He ſhould make our 
Improvement in Grace depend upon your. Mink 

ſtry; or hang our Salvation on particuls 
Order of Clergymen ? We know, that God i 
Juſt, and Good, and True, and that al depend 
upon Him and our ſelves, and that Hummer / 
nediftions are Trifles. Therefore whether yo! 
Peter, or you Philip, or both, or neither of ye 
Jay your Hands upon us, we are neither ber 
nor worſe ; but juſt in the ſame State of Grace i 


This Repreſentation, has not one $yllable 
jt,” bur what is founded in your -Lprdſhip's Dy 
ine, and perfecy agreeable to ñt. 


The late moſt Pious and ned Biop 
Beveridge has thieſs remarkable 25 upon Con- 
nion: © How any , Biſhops in our Age 


« dare neglect fo. e le a Part of their 
' Office, I Knew not; but fear, they will have 


c no Account to give of it, wh rey comme 
to ſtamd before God's Tribunal. 

But we may J and t therefore I h with 
Decency, ask how you are per- 


form this Part 7 your Q ce ? For you have 
condemn'd it as Trifling and Wicked 5 as Trifling, 
becauſe. it is an Hane Bencdittion ; as Wicked, 
becauſe it ſuppoſes Grace confex'd by the Hands 

che Biſhop. If therefore any baptiz d Perſons 
id come to your Lordſhip for Conſirmati 
if 5 5 1 what, ou haye deliver' 
our ou y conceive, to make 
— this Declaration. | 
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ce to receive Grace from the Impoſition of a Bi- 


© ſhop's Hands, you affront God, and in effect, 
* renounce Chriſtianity. | 


Pray, my Lord conſider that Paſſage in the 
Scripture, where the Apoſtle ſpeaks of Leaving 
the Principles of the Doctrine of Chrift, and going 
on unto Perfection; not laying again the Foundation 
of Repentance from dead Works, of Faith towards 
God, of the Doctrine of Baptiſms, and of Laying on 


of Hands, and of the Reſurre&ion of the D:ad, and 


of eternal Fudgment, (Heb. 6. 12. 


My Lord, here it is undeniably plain, that 
this Laying on of Hands (which is with us 
called Confirmation) is ſo fundamental a Part of 
Chriſt's Religion, that it is called one of the 
Firſt Principles of the Doctrine of Chriſt ; and 
is placed amongſt ſuch primary Truths, as the 
ReſurreRion of the Dead, and of Eternal Judg- 
meat, | 


St. Cyprian ſpeaking of this Apoſtolical Im- 
poſition of Hands, ſays, The ſame « now pra- 
His'd with ; they who bave been baptix d in the 
Church, are brought to the Preſidents of the Church, 
that by our Prayer and Impoſition of Hands, they 
may receive the Holy Ghoſt, and be conſummated with 
the Lord's Seal. ö 


And muſt we yet believe, that all Human Be- 
vedift;ons are Dreams, and the Impoſition of Hu- 
man Hands trifling and uſeleſs; and that to 

expect God's Graces from them, is to . 


oer 
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him? Tho' the Scriptures expreſsly teach us, 
that God confers his Grace by means of certain 
particular Human Hands, and not of others ; tho' 
they tell us, this Human Benediction, this Laying 
on of Hands, is one of the firſt Principles o 
the Religion of Chriſt, and as much a Founda- 
tion Doctrine as the Reſurtection of the Dead, 
and Eternal Judgment; and tho' every Age 
fince that of the Apoſtles, has ſtrictly obſerv'd it 
25 ſuch, and the Authority of our own C 

ſtill requires the Obſervance of it? 


I come now, my Lord, to another Sacred and 
Divine Inſtitution of Chrift's Church, which 
ſtands expos'd and condemn'd by your Lord- 
ſhip's Doctrine; and that is, the Ordination of 
the Chriſtian Clergy ; where, by means of an 
Human Benediction, and the Impoſition of the 
Biſhop's Hands,the Holy Ghoſt is ſuppoſed to be 
confer'd on Perſons towards conſecrating them 
for the Work of the Miniſtry. . 


We find it conſtantly taught by the Scriptures, 
that all Eccleſiaſtical Authority, and the Graces 
whereby the Clergy are qualified and enabl'd to 
exerciſe their Functions to the Beneſit of the 
Church, are the Gifts and Graces of the Holy 
Spirit. Thus the Apoſtle exhorts the Elders to 
take bud ante the Flock, over which the Holy 


my Lord, had the Holy Ghoſt made them Over= 
kers, bur by the Laying on of the Apoftles 
Hands? They were not immediately call'd by 
the Holy Ghoſt ; but being conſecrated by ſuch 
Human 


beth made them Overſeers, (Eph. 4-7.) But how, * 
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Agreeable to the Serice of Scripture and An- 
tiquity, our Church uſes this Form of Ordina- 
tion : The Biſhop laying bis Hands on the Perſon's 
Head, ſaith, Receive the Holy Ghoſt, for the Office 
and Wark of 4 Prieſ in the Church of God, commit. 
ted unto thee, by the Impoſition of our Hands. From 
this Form, it is plain, Firf, that our Church 
holds, that the Reception of the Holy Ghoſt is 
neceſfary to conſtitute a Perſon a Chrifti 
ieſt. adh, That the Holy Ghoſt is calle 
through Hamam Hand. 3dh, That it is by the 
Hands of a Biſhop that Holy Ghoſt is 
confet'd. 


If thetefore your Lordſhip is right in your 
Docttine, the Church of England is evidently 
moſt corrupt. For if it be diſhonourable and 
affronting to God, to expect his Grace from any 
Human Hands; it muſt of neceſſity be diſho- 
nourable and affronting to him, for a Biſhop to 
pteterid to confer it by his Hands. And can 
that Church be any ways defended, that has e- 
ſabliſh'd ſuch an Iniquity by Law, and made 
the Form of it fo neceflary 2 How can your 
Lordſhip anſwer it to your Layity, for taking 
the Character or Power of a Biſhop from ſuch 
4 Form of Words? You tell them, it is affront- 
ing to God, to expect his Grace from Human 
Head; yet to qualifie your felf for a Biſhoprick, 
you let Human Hands be laid on you, after 2 
manner which directly ſuppoſes you thereby re- 
ceive' the Holy Ghoſt ! Is it wicked in them to 
— ww is ic leſs fo in 
* 111 


C10.) 
your Lordſhip, to pretend to receive it from Hy. 
man Hands? He that believes, it is affronting to 
God, to expect his Grace from Human Hands, 
muſt likewiſe believe, that our Form of Ordi- 
nation, which promiſes the Holy Ghoſt by the 
Biſhop's Hands, muſt be alſo affronting to God. 
Certainly, he cannot be ſaid to be very jealous 
of the Honour of God, who will ſubmit him- 
ſelf to be made a Biſhop by a Form of Words 
derogatory, upon his own Principles, to God's 
Honour, | 


Suppoſe your Lordſhip was to have been 
conſecrated to the Office of a Biſhop by theſe 
Words; Take thou Power to ſuſtain all things in Be- 
ing givm thee by my Hinds, | ſuppoſe, your Lord- 
ſhip would think it intirzly Unlawful to ſubmit 
to the Form of ſuch an Ordination. Bur, my 
Lord, receive thou the Holy Ghoſt, &c. is as impious 
a Form, according to your Lordſhip's Doctrine, 
and equally injurious to the Eternal Power and 
Godhead, as the other. For if the Grace ct 
God can only be had from bis cwn Hands, would 
it not be as innocent in the Bifhop to ſay, Re- 
ct ive then Power to ſuſtain all things in Being, as to 
ſay, Receive the Holy Ghoſt, by the Impoſition of my 
Hands ? And would not a Compliance with ei- 
ther Form be cqually unlawful? Acording to 
your Doctrine, in each of them God's Preroga- 
tive is equally invaded ; and therefore the Guilt 
muſt be the ſame, | 
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It may alſo well be wonder d, how your Lord« 
ſhip can accept of a Character, which is, or 
ought to be chiefly diſtinguiſh'd by the Exerciſe 
of that Power which you diſclaim ; as in the 
Offices of Confirmation and Ordination. For, my 
Lord, where can be the Sincerity of ſaying, 
Receive the Holy Ghoſt by the Impoſition of our Hands, 
when you declare it affronting to God, to expect 
t from any Hands but his own? Suppoſe your 
Lordſhip had been preaching to the Layity a- 
inſt owning any Authority in the Virgin Mary 
and yet ſhould acquieſce in the Conditions o 
being made a Biſhop in her Name, and by re- 
cognizing her Power: Could ſuch a Submiſſion 
be confiftent with Sincerity? Here you forbid 
the Layity to expect God's Grace from an 
Hands but his; yet not only accept of an Of- 
ice, upon Suppoſition of the contrary Doctrine; 
but oblige your ſelf, according to the Sence of 
the Church wherein you are ordain'd a Biſhop, 
to act frequently in direct Oppoſition to your 
own Principles. 


So that, I think, it is undeniably plain, that 
you have at once, my Lord, by theſe Doctrines 
condemn'd the Scriptures, the Apoſtles, their 
martyr'd Succeſſors, the Church of England and 
jour own Conduct; and have hereby given us 
lome reaſon (tho' I wiſh, there were no Occaſion 
to mention it) to ſuſpect, whether you, who al- 
low of no other Church, but what is founded 


in Sincerity, are your ſelf, really a Member of 
ay Church. F ; F 
| C2 1 
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I ſhall now proceed to ſay ſomething upon 
the Conſecration of the Lord's Supper; which is 
as much expos'd as a Trifle, by your Lordſhip's 
Doctrine, as the other Inſtitutions. St. Paul 
ſays, The Cup of Bl:ſſing which we bleſs, is it mot 
the Communion of the Blood of Chrif ? My Lord, 
is not this Cup till to be bleſs d? Muſt there not 
therefore be ſuch a thing as an Huwan Benedifion? 
And are Human Benedictions to be all deſpis d, 
though by them the Bread and Wine become 
Means of Grace, and are made the Spiritual 
Nouriſhment of our Souls? Can any one bleſs 
- this Cup ? If nor, then there is a Difference be- 
eween Human Benedictions: Some are authori- 
zed by God, and their Blefling is effectual 
.. whilſt others, only are vain and preſumptuous. It. 
the Prayer over the Elements, and the Conſe- 
cration, be only a Trifle and a Dream ; and it 
be offenſive to God, to expect they are conver- 
ted into Means of Grace by an Human Benedi- 
ion; why then did St. Pax! pretend to bleſs 
them ? Why did he make it the Privilege of the 
Church 2 Or, why do we keep up the ſame 
Solemnity ? But if it be to be bleſs only by 
God's Miniſters, then how can your Lordſhip 
anſwer it to God, for ridiculing and abuſing 
Human Benedictions; and telling the World 
that a particular Order of the Clergy are not o 
any neceſſity, nor can be of any Advantage to 
them. For if the Sacrament can only be bleſs'd 
þy God's Miniſters ; then ſuch Miniſters are as 


8 neceflary, 23 the Sacraments themſgly es. | | 
St, 
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St. Paul ſays, the Cup muſt be bleſs'd : If you 
ay, any one may blels it, then, though you 
contemn the Benedictions of the Clergy, you 
allow of them by every body elſe: If every bo- 
dy cannot bleſs ic; then, you muſt confeſs, that 
the Benedictions of ſome Perſons are effectual, 
where others are not. | 


M „ the great Sin againſt the Holy 
Gtolt, was the Denial of his Operation in the 
Miniftry of our Saviour. And how near does 
your Lordſhip come to it, in denying the Ope- 
ration of that ſame Spirit, in the Miniſters whom 
Chriſt hath ſent ? They are employed in the 
ſame Work that he was. He left his Authority 
with them ; and promis'd, that the Holy Spirit 
ſhould remain with them to the End of the 
World; that whatſoever they ſhould. bind on 
Earth, ſhould be bound in Heaven; and what» 
ſoever they ſhould looſe on Earth, ſhould be 
looſed in Heaven; that whoſoever deſpiſes them, 
deſpiſes Him, and Him that ſent him. And yer 
your Lordſhip tells us, we need not to trouble 
our Heads about any particular Sort of Clergy; 
that all is to be tranſacted betwixt God and our 
ſelves; that Human Benedictions are inſignifi- 
cant Trifles. 


But pray. what Proof has your Lordſhip for 
all this? Have you any Scripture. for it? Has 
God any where declar'd, that na Men on Earth 
have any Authority to bleſs in his Name ? Has 
he any where ſaid, chat it is a wicked, preſum- 


ptuous 


C14) 
Thing for any one to pretend to it? Hay 
De any 7 where cold us, that it is incotiſiſlent with 
. is Honour, to 'beftow n, Graces by 7% 
Hand. Has he any where told us, that ne 

' no Miniſtets, no Embaſſidors on Barth; but 
that all his Gifts and Graces are to bg + Wes 

iznmediatety from his own' Hands? Have you 
any Antiquity, Fathers or Councils of Font 
fide? No: The whole Tenour of Scripture, the 

whole Current of Tradition is againſt yog. Your 
Novel Doatrine has only this, to — ic 
tothe Libertines of the Age, who unijetſally | 
give into it, "that it never ' was the Opinion of 
any 1 or Church man. Ie is your Ebrd- 
s proper Aſſertion, That we? God: in 
expeiting bis Graces from any Hends bus b on. 


Now it's ftravige, that God ſhould be old 
ed with his own Methods; or that yout Lerd- 
hip Soul find us out a Way of pleaſing him, 
more ſuitable to his. Nature ard Attributes, — 
- what he has caught us in the Seriptores. I n 
them his own Methods: For What ir eite is the 
222 Diſpe 4 1 aye = a Merhod of 
God's Providence ; where . 
ments were diſpens d by Human . 2 
_ Religion, but a Method of Salve- 
tion, where the chief Means of Graee are of- 
fer'd and diſpens d by Human Hands? Let me 
frees = ad to your LEY exceHtenc 
1 a rery Learned and 4 Judicions 7 Prehate 
u on 
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e This will have no Weight with any Res 


« ſonable Man, 


« ſpel, chat thay 


x er ef 


our Lecilleg exclajes againſt. 
* ſuch Romantick ſtrange 


of th 
from proper Hands: : Yet 
Excellent k. Biſhop, agai 
went and Proteftaw:iſa 
wha"ſays, if a Per 
5 be will. harg nothing to o 


terremlon of other Men 


againſt the Ceuſates of the. 
«© Church, or any other Ordinance af the G- 
make the Imteryegtion of o- 
« ther Men neceflary to our Salvation ; * 
« jt has always been God's ordinary Method, 0 


Men and Judgments . 


have dr the N be 


of the Goſpe]); which. make ho la. 
towards the 
always 


Conveyance. of them; ſince that: has: 


TA f — fort we 
ft 'O utions 

o ch e Meet of receiving God's Ordinances 
x .my Lord, here is an 


deen God's ordinagy Mathod. The Riſhop does 


not. ſay, it is nec 
Far gy acknowledge i 


Land is for 


he will allo þ 
from being th 


it. 


on and — 4 Senſe, for 


You expreſily exclude A Perſons. from having: 


eflary, a Man ſhould be a 
it ; ſo he be but > 

dſhip i N = 
2 Ra think... your  Advyesfaries: vbid both, 


Its: 


any thing to do with out 4 ſay, ib 


wholly depends upon G _ and our ſelves. 
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| You tell us, that Authoritative Benediftion ;; 
another of the Terms of Art uſed by your Proteftany 
Adverſaries; in war — „1 a Nabe, in one Re. 

lar Sucteſſion, of Bleſſing the P An inge. 
— Author, my Lord, en he Opinion "of 
many, if not of moſt of your Friends) calls 
the Conſecration of the Elements Conjuration t; 
your Lordſhip calls the Sacerdotal Bene diction 2 
Term of Art; too plain an Intimation, tho' in 
more remote and ſomewhat ſofter Terms, that 
in the Sence of a Certain Father of the Church, 
her Clergy are little better than ſo many Jug. 
glers. a | 


Your Lordſhip ſays, If they only meant hereby ti 


declare what Terms God will give his Bleſſings 
ro Chriſtians, or to expreſs their own hearty Wiſhes 


them, this might be underſtood, So it might, my 
Lord, very eaſily ; and, I ſappoſe, every body 
underſtands that they may do this, whether they 
be Clergy or Layity, Men or Women: For! 
preſume, any one may declare what he takes to 
be che Terms of the Goſpel, and wiſh that 0- 
thers uiay faithfully obſerve them. But I hum- 
bly preſume, my Lord, that the Good Biſhop 
above-mention'd, meant ſomething more than 
this, when he ſpake of Ordinances, which mals 
the Intervention otber Men neceſſary to our Salvs- 
tion, and of God's diſpenſing bis Bleſſings in virtue of 
them through their Hands. * 


* 6 


* Page 91» f Rights of the Chriſtian Church: 
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— 2 


—— 


cn) 


There is a ſuperſtitions Cuſtom {in your 
Lordſhip's Account it muſt be ſo ) yet remaining 
in moſt Places, of ſending for a Clergyman to 
miniſter to ſick Perſons in imminent Danger of 
Death: Even thoſe who have abus'd the Cler 
all their Lives long, are glad to beg their Aſſiſt- 
ance when they apprehend themſelves upon the 
Confines of another World. There is no reaſon, 
my Lord, to diſlike this Practice, but as it ſup. 
poſes a Difference between the Sacerdotal Prayers 
and Benedi#ions, and thoſe of a Nurſe. 


We read, my Lord, that God would not heal 
Abimelech, tho he knew the Integrity of his 
Heart, till Abraham had prayed for him. He x 4 
Prophet, {aid God, be ſhall pray for thee, and thois ſhalt 
live, (Gen. 20. 7. 8 


Pray, my Lord, was not God Juſt, and Good, 


and True, in the Days of Abrabam, as He is 
now ? Yet you ſee, Abimelech's Integrity was not 
available it ſelf. He was to be pardon'd by 
the Prayer of Abrabam; and his Prayer was effe- 
dual; and ſo repreſented, becaufe it was the 
Prayer of'a Prophet. | 


Suppoſe; my Lord, that Abimelech had ſaid 
with your Lordſhip, That it is affronting to Goal, 
that we" ſhould expe bis Graces from any Hands but 
his on; that all is to be tranſacted between God and 
dur ſelges ; and ſo had rejected the Prayer of A- 
lrabam, as a mere Eſſay of Prophet Craft; He had 
then aQed with as much Prudence and Piety as 

Tm D your 
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your Lordſhip' sLayity would do, if you could per- 
ſuade them to deſpiſe Benedi&ions and Abſolutions, 
to regard no perzicalar ſort of Clergy ; but intirely | 
depend upon God and themſelves, wichour any 
other Aſhſtance whatever. 


We,read alſo, that bac: Jae war full of the 27 
„e fo Moſes bad laid bis Hands g 
(Beut. 34. 9.) Was it not ag Ae Len in 
the Days of Foſbu:, for Human, Hand: bo, bleſs, as 
it is HOW \; ? Did there not then lie che ſamg Ob- 
jeRion againſt Maſes, that hore does 5 DAM againſt 
the Chriftian Clergy ? Had m—_— _ = | 
rural Power to give the. Spirit 


\ h han the C 
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both egually weak and in- 
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equally — when it pleaſes Ge 
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God 5 cheir on Repentance, or 
Mattet᷑ only n and e 5b 
they were refer'd 7 ap * . Job. 
ob ſball pray for on; for m wil 1 accept 
Lie ht addon z here bn wi ſaid, 54, that TY far 
1 God, * to think I cant de. bleſed wich- 
out the Prayers of Fob.? . Shall 1 be e or 
ſenſeleſs, as to imagine, my own. 
ang nd Repenrance wall. not ſave. me; or thar 1; 


eed-apply. to any one but God alone ta quali: 
fie *"y fr * W of his G J 
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The Lord o Moſes, ſayi 
Me, and bit Sons, e te rs 


bl:f the Children of Tritt, ſaying unto them 
Lord blefs and kee his Oe, and I will bl, 1 
them, ( Numb. 6.22). 


Again, The Priefts of the Sous of Levi ſeal \ come 
near ; for thens hath the Lord thy God choſen to mini- 
fer unto bim, and to — „ 


(Deut. 21. 5.) 


Now, my Lord, his is Whir we mean by. the N 
Authoritative Adminiftratzons of the Chri 
Clergy ; whether they be by way of Benedi 
on, or of other Kind. We take them to 
be Perlſvds. whom God. has choſen to mitiſter 
pnto him, and to bleſs in his Name. We ima- 
wine, HO OG that our * was 2 greater a 4 and 


or any of God's wr 
Miniſters: "We ace furs, e Chrift ſent 


Apoſtles, as his had ſent him 408 
therefore oy” kw of true Succeſſo 
fince * E net] to fuccetd 
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From the Placcs of N above mention- 
"'& it is evident; and indeed, from the whole 
Teoour of Sacred Writ, that ic may conſiſt with 
the Goodneſs and 1 Juſtice of God to depute Men 
to act in his Namie, and be ieee al towards the 
Salvation of others; and to lay a Neceſſity upon 
his Cxeatutes of qualify ing themſelves for his Fa- 
vour, and receiving his & aces by he ER 
Intervention of mere 


But, my Lord, if FO 9 Set of 
Men upon Earth, that are more peculiarly God's 
Minifte:s, than others; and thiro whoſe Admini- 
trations, Prayers, and Benedictions, God vil 
accept of returning Sinners, and receive them to 
Grace ; you have dons all you can, to, 
People "againſt thera: You have taught the, Layi- 

hae all is to be tranſacted between god and 
ee ; and that che ey need nat value any 
e ſort of ha in the Tom... | 


Aude My. 
| has' publicly 
That Miſery 


think it ſufficient Matter 2 j to an 
them from the Miniſters of God, and to 


hem upon wende new Schemes of fri 


(2) 
themſelves, inſtead of ſubmicting to the ordinary 
Mats, of Salvation appointedby God. = 
It will not follow from any thing 1 have ſaid; 
that the Layicy have loft their Chriftian Liber- 
ty; or that no body can be ſav'd, but hom the 
Clergy pleaſe to ſare; that they have the arb 
trary Diſpoſal of Happineſs to Mankind. -- Was 
Abimelect's Happineſs in the Diſpoſition” of 4 
brabam, becauſe he was to be receiv'd by means 
of | Abrabain's Interceſſion? Or conld Fob damn 
Eliphaz,, becauſe he was to mediate for him, and 
procure. his Reconciliation to God. oF 


- 


„Neither, my Lord, do the Chrifian Clergy © 
nd to this deſporick Empire over 
locks They don t aſſume to themſtlves a Pow- 
er to damn the Innocent, or to ſave the Guilty: 
But they aſlert a ſober and juſt Ri to recon2 
cila Men to God; and to act in his Name, in 
reſtoring | them toi his Favour. They recevd 
their Commiſſion from. thoſe whom. Chrĩſt ſent 
with fall Authority to ſend others, and with 
Promiſe that he wonld be with them to the End 
of the World. from this they conclude, thut 
they have his- Aubority; that in cobſe- 
quenne of it, theer Adminiflratians ate neceſſary: 
and effeuial to tie Sal vation of - Mankind ; and 
that none can deſpiſe Them, but who 
Him that ſent them; and are as ſurely out of the 
Covenant of: mice, when they: lende ny 
mee bis Sees.. 
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riſh in the Guilt, But is a Prophet therefore 
proud, becauſe he infifts upon the Authority of 
his Miffion ? Can't a Mortal be God's Meſſen. 
ger, and employ in his Affairs, but he muſt be 
inſolent and aſſuming, for having the Reſolution 
to own it? If we are to be reprov'd, for preten. 


ding to be God's Miniſters, becauſe we are but 
Men, the Reproach will fall. upon Providence; 
ſince it has pleaſed God, chiefly to tranſact his 
Affairs with Mankind, by the Miniſtry of their 
Brethren, | 


Your Lordſhip has not One Word from Scrip. 
ture againſt theſe Sacerdotal Powers ; no Proof, 
that Chriſt has not ſent Men to be effectual Ad- 
miniſtrators of his Graces 2 You only aflect, that 
there can be no ſuch Miniſters, becauſe they are 
mere Men. | 


Now, my Lord, I muſt beg leave to ſay, that 
if the Natural Weakneſs. of Men makes them in- 
capable of being the Inſtruments of conveying 
Grace to their Brethren ; if the Clergy cant 
be of any Uſe or Neceſſity to their Flocks, for 
this Reaſon ; then it undeniably follows, that 
there can be no paſitive Inftitutions in the -Chii- 
ſtian Religion, that can procure any Spiritual 
Advantages to the Members of it; then the Sa- 
_ craments can be no longer any Means of Grace. 
For, I hope, no one thinks, that Bread and Wine 
have any natural Force or Efficacy, to convey 
Grace to the Soul. The Water in Baptiſm has the 


common Qualities of Water, and is deſtitute of 


any intrinſick Power to Cleanſe the Soul, of 
FS! | purils 
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purifie from Sin. But your Lordſhip will not ſay, 
becauſe it has only the common Name of Water, 
that therefore it cannot be a Means of Grace, 
Why then may not the 8 tho they have 
the common Nature of Men, be conſtituted by 
God, to convey his Graces, and to be miniſte- 
rial to the Salvation of their Brethren ? Can God 
conſecrate inanimate Things to Spiritual Pur- 
poſes, and make them the. Means of Eternal 
Happineſs? And is Man the only Creature that 
he can't make ſubſervient to his Deſigns ? The 
only Being who is too Weak for an Omnipotent 
God co render effetual towards artaining the 
Ends of his Grace? 


Is it juſt and reaſonable, to rejeR and deſpiſe 
the Miniſtry and Benedict ion of Men, becauſe they 
are Men like our ſelves? And is it not g reaſo- 
nable, to deſpiſe the ſprinkling o ter, 2 
Creature below us, a ſenſeleſs and inanimate 
Creature ? 


Your Lordſhip therefore, muſt either find us 
ſome other Reaſon for rejecting the Neceſſity of 
Human Adminiſtrations, than becauſe they are 
Human; or elſe give up the Sacraments, and al 
Poſitive Inſtitutions along with them. 


Surely, your Lordſhip muſt have a mighty O- 
——_— of Naaman the Syrias ; who, when the 
Frophet bid him go waſh in Fordan ſeven times, 
© the end he might be clean from his Leproſie, 
cy wiſely remonſtrated, Are not Abana and Phar- 
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A, Rivers of Damaſcus , better tbas all the Waters 
[ Uracl 2 E This, 
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This, my Lord, diſcover'd Naaman's great Li. 
berty of Mind; and tis much this has not been 
produc'd before, as an Argument of his being a 
Free-Thinker, He took the Water of Jordan to be 
only Mater; 2s your Lordſhip juſtly obſerves a 
Clergyman to be only a Man : And if you had 
been with him, you could have inform'd him, 
that the waſhing ſewer times was 2 mere Nicery 
and * of the Prophet; and that ſince it is 
God alone who can work miraculous Cures, we 
ought not to think, that they depend upon any 


external Means, or any ſtated Number of re. 
peating them, 


Cr 


This, my Lord, is the true Scope and Spirit 
of your Argument: If the Syrian was right in 
deſpiling.the Water of Fordan, becauſe it was 
only your Lordſhip may be right in 
deſpiſing any particular Order of Clergy ; bęcauſe 
they are but Men. Your Lordſhip is certainly as 
right, or as wrong, as he was. 


And now, my Lord, let the common Sence of 
Mankind here judge, whether, if the Clergy are | 
to be efteem'd as having no Authority, becauſe 
they are mere Men; it does not plainly follow, 
that every thing elſe, every Inſtitution that has 
not ſome natural Force and Power to produce 
the Effects deſigned by it, is not alſo to be 
rejected as equally Trifling and IneffeRual. 


ho 
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The. Sum of the matter is this: It appears 
from many expreſs Facts, and indeed, from the 
whole Series of Gods Providence, that it is not 
only conſiſtent with his Attributes; but alſo agree- 
able to his ordinary Methods of dealing with 
Mankind, that he ſhould ſubſtitute Men to act 
in his Name, and be Autboritatively employ'd 
in conferring his Grace and Favours upon Man- 
kind, It 3 that your Lordſhip's Argument 
againſt the Authoritative Adminiſtrations of the 
Chriſtian Clergy, does not only contradict thoſe 
Facts, and condemn the ordinary Method of 
God's Diſpenſations ; but likewiſe proves the 
Sacraments, and every poſitive Inſtitution of 
Chriſtianity to be ineffectual, and as mere Dreams 
and Trifles, as the ſeveral Offices and Orders of the 
Clergy. - be Cortes 4 


This, I hope, will be eſteem'd a ſufficient Con-. 
futation of your Lordſhip's Doctrine, by all who 
have any true Regard or Zeal for the Chriſtian 
Religion; and only expect to be ſav'd by the 

of Divine Grace propos d in the Goſ- 


pel. 


I ſhall now in a Word or two ſet forth the 
Sacredneſs of the Eccleſiaſtical Character, as it is 
founded in the New Teſtament ; with a par- 
ticular d to the Power of conferring Grace, 
and the Efficacy of Human Benedictions. 
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It appears therein, that all Sacerdotal Power 
is deriv'd from the Holy Ghoſt. Our Saviour 
himſelf took not the Ainfry upon him, till he 
had this Conſecration : And during the time of 
his Miniſtry he was under the Guidance and 
Direction of the Holy Ghoſt. Thro' the Holy 
Spirit he gave Commandment to the Apoſtles 
whom he had choſen. When he ordain'd the 
to the Work of the Miniſtry, it was with 8 
Words, Receive the Holy Ghoſt. Thoſe whom the 
Apoſtles ordain'd to the ſame Function, it was 
by the ſame Authority : They laid their Hand 
upon the Elders, exhorting them to take care of 
the Flock of Chriſt, over which the Holy Ghoſt 
had made them Overſeers. „ 


Hereby they plainly declar'd, that however this 
Office was to deſcend from Man to Man through 
Human Hands, that it was the Holy Ghoſt which 
conſecrated them to that Employment, and gave 
them Authority to execute it. 


From this it is alſo manifeſt, that the Prieſthood 
is a Grace of the apy Ghoſt ; that it is not a 
Function founded in the Natural or Civil Rights 
of Mankind ; but is deriv'd from the Special 
Authority of the Holy Ghoft ; and is as truly a 
poſitive Inſticution as the Sacraments, So that 
- they who have rp Authority to alterthe Old Sa- 
' craments, and ſubſtitute New ones, have no Pow- 
er to alter the Old Order of the Clergy, or in- 

., rroduce any other Order of them. _ ; 


Fox 
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For why can we not change the Sacraments ? 
h; it not, becauſe they are only Sacraments, and 
operate as they are inflituted by the Holy Ghoſt ? 
Becauſe they are uſeleſs ine ffectual Rites without 
this Authority ? And does not the ſame Reaſon 
hold as well for the Ocder of the Clergy ? Does 
not the ſame Scripture tell us, they are equally 
inſtituted by the Holy Ghoſt, and cblige o 
by victue of his Authoricy 2 How abſurd is 
therefore, to pretend to aboliſh, or depart from - 
the Settled Order of the Clergy, to make New 
Orders, and think any God's Miniſters, unleſs 
we had his Authority. and could make New 

craments, or a New Religion? | 


My Lord, how comes it, that we cannot alter 
he Scriptures ? Is it not, becauſe they are Di- 
inely inſpir'd, and dictated by the Holy Ghoſt ? 
id ſince it is Expreſs Scripture, that the Pri:f- 

is inftitured and authoriz d by the fame Ho- 
Spirit, why is not the Holy Ghoſt as much to 
ed in one Inſtitution, as in another? 
Why may we not as well make a Goſpel, and 
ay, it was writ by the Holy Ghoſt, as make a 
New Order of Clergy, and call them His; or e- 
leem them as having any relation to him? 


From this it likewiſe appears, that there is an 
ſolute Neceſſity of a ftri& Succeſſion of Au- 

wrizd Ordainers, from the Apoſtolical Times, 
order to conſtitute a Chrifies: Prief, For ſince 
Commiſſion from the Holy Ghoſt is neceſſary 


© the Exerciſe of this Office ; no one now can 
TP. 


| receive it, but from thoſs who have deriv'd their 
in a true Succeſſion, from" the Apo 
Nes. We could not, my Lord, call ohr.peofing 
Bibles the rd pup unleſs we knew the Co- 
—＋ from ce r taken, were taken from 
we come to the Originals 
— 1 -K * * — 
Miniſters, or otiz d by hoff, who 
have not receiv'd their Commiſſion by an unin- 
ized Succethioriof Lawful Ordainers, 
What an Excellent Divine would he be, who 
ſhould tell the World, it was not whaling ie 
the; ſeveral Copies and Manuſctipts 
which the Scriptures have been — thy 
different Ages and Languages, ſhould be all true 
ends, and none of them forg'd ; that 204 as 6 
thing ſabje ro fo nt hardly" that Cod coull 
not 
— of this, he ſhould appeal to the Sctip- 
tres; and ask, where any Mention is made a 
the Truth of all the Copies ? Woull 
very Theological 
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|» Dodrins upen which it is founded, plainly 
: it anneceilary to mention it. 1 


tell us, that if we take 
Copy, chat it is not the 
| & chey tell us, chae 
if we are Ocdain'd by Uſurping Falſe Pretend- 
ers to Ocdination, not deriving their Authority 
to that end from the Apoſtles, that we are no 
Prieſts ? Dogs not the thing it ſelf ſpeak as plain 
in one Caſe, as in the other ? The ures are | 
only of uſe to us, as they are the Word of God: 1 
We cannot have this Word of Sod, which was | 
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a  wriccen ſo many Years ago, unleſs we receive it 
from Authentick Copies and Manuſcripts. 
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as that we are to keep to the Inſtitution of par- 


to bleſs in his Name, Thus, a Perſon-who is 
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of our moſt Excellent Church , are Trifling 
Niceties ; if I cannot ſhew, that the ſame 
ments will conclude againft the Authority of the 
Sacraments and the Scriptures, I faithfully pro. 
miſe yourLordſhip to become to your 
Doctrine. a 


What your Lordſhip charges upon yout Ad. 
verſaries, as an Abſurd Doctrine, in Asten 
the Neceflity of one regular, ſucceſſive, and 
rticular Order of the Clergy, is a True Chri- 
ian Doctrine; and as certain from Scripture; 


ticular Sacraments ; or not to alter thoſe parti - 
cular Scriptures, which now compoſe the Canon 
of the Old and New Teſtament. 


By Authoritative Benediction, we do not 
mean any Natural or Intrinſiek Authority of 
our oon: But a Commiſſion from God, to be 
Effectual Adminiſtrators of his Ordnances, and 


ſent from God to foretel things, of which he had 
before no Knowledge or Notion ; or to denounce 
Judgments, which he has no Natural Power to 
execute, may be truly ſaid to be an Authoritative 
Prophet ; becauſe he has the Authority of God for 
what he does. Thus, when the Biſhop is faid to 
confer Grace in Confirmation ; this is properly ' 
an Authoritative Benedifion ; becauſe he is then as 
truly doing what God has commiſſion'd him to 
do, as when a Prophet declares upon what Er- 
rand he is ſent. " 
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is in this Sence, my Lord, that the people 
are ſaid to be Antboritatively bleſsd By the Re- 
gular Clergy ; becauſe they are God's Clergy, and 
a& by his Commiſſion; becauſe by their Hands 
the People receive the Graces aud Benefits of 
God's Ordinances ; which they have no more 
keaſon to expect from other, Miniſters of their 
own Election, or if the Word may be us d in an 
abuſive Sence, of theit own Conſecration, than 
to receive Grace from Sacraments of their 
own Appointment. The Scriptures teach us, 
that the Holy Ghoſt has inſtituted an Order of 
Clergy : We fay, a Prieſthood fo authoriz'd, 
can no more be changd by us, than we can 
change the Scriptures, or make New Sacra- 
ments; becauſe they are all founded on the 
ſme Authority, without any Power of 2 
Diſpenſation delegated to us in one Caſe more 
than in another. If therefore we have a mind 
to continue in the Covenant of Chriſt, and 
receive the Grace atid Benefit of his Ordi-, 
nances, we muft receive them through ſuch 
Hands as he has authorizd for that Purpoſe, 
to the end we may be qualify'd to partake the 
Bleſlings of them. For as a True Prieſt can« 
not benefit us by adminiſtring a Falſe Sacra- 
ment; ſo a True Sacrament is nothing, when 
it is adminiftred by 2 Falſe Uncommiſion'd Mi- 
nifter, Beſides this Benediction which attends 
the Ordinances of God, when they are thus 
perform'd by authoriz'd Hands; there is a Be- 
nediction of Prayer, which we may juſtly think 
very effectual, when pronounc'd or diſpensd by 


= oh My Lord, we, are no more. Ss 
or 
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Thus when the Biſhop or Prieſt er ſor 
the Congregation, or pronounces the A poſto- 
lical” Benediction upon them, we du not, con- 
fider this barely as an, Ad of Charity and 
Humanity, of one Chriſtian praying, for. * 
ther; but as the Work K of a 5 bh who is 
commiſſion'd by Gyd.to bleſs in, bis Nene, ang be 


effectually miniſterial in the , Conveyance of his 
Graces z or as the Prayer of one 58 i is lefe 


with us in Chriſt's ſtead, to, carry on bis 
great 'Deſign of ſaving us; and, whoſe, Bene- 
ditions are ever ratify d in Heaven, bue when 


render our ſelves, in one W or. "O00; 
- incapable of them, 


Now, m Lord, they are theſe Sacerdatal 
Proyers, he ſe Autheriz d Sacraments, theſe C 
miſſiag d Paſtors, , whom. the Holy Ghoſt bas 
u erſeers of: the Flock, of Chriſt, that 
your Lordſhip, encourages the Layity to de. 
1. #4 You bid them conte the vais Wards of 
Validity or Inwlidity of God's Ordinances 3 to beed 
mo particular ſert. of Clergy, or the pretended. Ne- 
eil ity of their Adminiſtrations. 


"Your Lordſhip ſets up in this nn. 
for an Advocate for the Lay yity, againſt the 


Arrogant Pretences, and Falſe Claims of the Clex- 


our ſelves in this Doctrine, than, w 
- inſiſt upon any Article in the Crop, 
ther is it any more our particu pr Cauſ 
we aſſert our Miſſion, than When we 
| Neceflity of the Saciaments; 
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Who is to receive the "Benefit of that Com- 
miffion which we aſſert, but They? Who is to 
ſuffer, if we pretend a Falſe one, but Our 
ſetves ? Sad Injury, indeed, offer'd to the Layi- 
ty! That we ſhould affek co be thought Ni- 
niſters of God for their ſakes ! If we really are 
ſo, they are to receive the Benefit ; if not, we 


; 4 


are to beat the Puniſhment. 


But your. Lordſhip comes too late in this 
glorious Undertaking, to receive the Repu- 
tation of it: The Work has been already, in 
the Opinion of moſt People, better done to your 
Lordſhip's hands. The Famous Author of the 
Rights of the Chriſtian Church, has carry'd this 
Chriſtian Liberty to as great Heights as your 
Lordſhip. And tho you have not one Noti- 
on, I can recolle&, that has given Offence. to 
the World, but what ſeems taken from that 
pernicious Book; yet your Lordſhip is not, fo 
juſt, as ever onge to cite or mention the Au- 
thor ; who, if your Lordſhip's Doctrine be 
true, deſerves to have a Statue ere&ted to his 
Honour, and receive every Mark of Eſteem 
which is due co the greateſt Reformer of Re- 
ligion. 2 


t 


Did not mine on Eyes aſſure me, that he 
has caſt no Contempt upon the Church, no Re- 
proach upon the Evangelical Inſtitmiorts, oc 
the Sacred Function, but what has been ſecon- 
ded by your Lordſhip, I would never have 
plac'd your Lordſhip in the ſame View with 

| F 2 | ſo 4 


4 


, * 9 yu ' 
„ il * 
\ 9 
2 A . 
2 


ſo ſcandalous a Declaimer againſt the Ordinan. 
nances of Chriſt, Wherher 1 am right or not, 
in this Charge, I freely leave to the judgment 
of thoſe to determine, who are acquainted with 
both your Works. Yet chis Author, my. Lord, 
has been created by the greateſt and beſt Part 
" of the Nation, as a Free-thinking Infidel. But 
for what my Lord? Not that he has declar'd a- 
inlt the Scriptures ;. not that he has rejected 
evelation; (we are not, bleſſed be God, ftill 
ſo far corrupted. wich the Principles of Infide- 
lity) but becauſe he has reproach'd every par- 
ticular Church, as ſuch, and deny'd all Qbli- 
ation to Communion ; becauſe he has epos d 
Benediations, Abſolutions and Excommunicati. 
ons; deny'd the Divine Right of the Clergy, 
and ridicul'd the pretended Sacredneſs and Ne- 
_ ceflity of their Adminiftrations, as mere Nice · 
ties and Trifles, tho commonly in more di- 
ſtant, I was going to ſay, more decent Ways: 
In a word, becauſe he made all Churches, all 
Prieſts, all Sacraments, however adminiſtred, 
equally valid, and deny'd any particular Me- 
thod neceſſary to Salvation. Yet after all this 
prophane Declamation, he allows, my Lord, 
that Religions Offices may be appropriated to particular 
Men, cad Clergy, for: Order ſake only; and 
not on the Account of any peculiar Spiri 
tages, Powers or Privi Which thoſe who are ſet 
apert for them, bave from A | 
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Agreeable to chis, your Lordſhip owns, that 
you are not againſt the Order, or Decency, or Sub- 
F to Cbriſt ian Socierzes F . | 


ordima;ion belonging 


But „ my Lord, do you mean any more 
by as the abote - mention d Author? Is it 
for any thing, but the ſake of a little external 
Order or Comveniency ? Is there any Chriſtian Law 
that obliges to obſerve this kind of Order? Is 
there any real eſſential Difference between Per- 
ſons rank d into this Order ? Is jc a Sin for any 1 
body, eſpecially the Civil Magiſtrate, to leave .Y 
this Order, and make what other Orders he « 
prefers to it? This your Lordſhip cannot reſolve 
in the Affirmative; for then you muſt allow, = 
that. ſome Communions are . ſafer chan others, 
and that ſame Clergy have more Authority than 

| | 


. * 


Will your Lord ſhip ſay, that no particular Or- 

der can be neceſſary; yet ſome Order neceſſary, 4 
which may be different in different Commu- 4 
nions ? This cannot hold good upon your Lord- 

ſhip's Principles: For ſinge Chriſt has leſt no 
Law about any Order, no Members cf any par- 
ticular Communion” need ſubmic to that 3 
fioce it is confelsd by your Lordſhip, That in 
. no D of — of 
any Obligation. $ „ tho you don't diſ- 
claim all external Order and. Decency your 
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ſelf, yet you have taught other P 
if they pleaſe, and as much as they 


Suppoſe, my Lord, ſome I , upon 2 
Pretence of your Lordſhip's Abſence, ; or an 
other, ſhould go into the Dioceſ of Bange, 
and chere pretend to Ordain Clergymen; 

could your Lordſhip quote one Text of 'Scri. 

e againſt him? Could you alledge ' any 
Paw of Chriſt, or his Apolttes, that he had 
broken ? Could you prove him guiky of any 
Sin? No, my Lord, you would not do that; 
becauſe this would be acknowledging ſuch 2 


to do it 


22 


cerning Ordinations, then we muſt keep to the 
Clergy Lewful; Ordain d; and muſt 

after all your Lordſhip has ſaid, or can fay, that 
Aill ſome Communions are ſafer than 


© BY es PI SD 


If you ſhould reprove ſuch a one, as an Ex- 
liſkman, for acting in Oppoſition to the Fg 
Laws of Decency and Order ; he would anſwer, 
Thac he has wang to do with ſuch Trifle: ; 
Chriſt was Lawgiver in his' King- 
hat he was content to have his King - 
Orderly and 


w 
an 
he 


WE | 


reject this e the np. of 2 


not founded in Scripture; but by an 8 
- drawn froni the nature — nyt ule 
* Abſolutiow agr. Infallibi. 


ly for the Execution of i it ; therefore it can. 
belong to Men. Should this be true, it 

> pe. Ip af out Saviour had really fo! 
—5 he — — have given this Power 
ro Lord, whocan ſee any 
eaſon of the Thing ic ſelf? 
it not 28 — conceive, that our Lord 
conſer his Grace of Pardom bytbe Hands 
a his Minifters, as by Meatms of © thei Sacra - 
-- miints ? And may not ſuch Abſotatiod be juſtly 
_ called Aztboritative, the Power of e 
T | 


Bat impoſſible for Men to hase chit Auhof 
God, becauſe. 


8 they may niiflake in the 
rciſe of it 2 This Argument proves too 
mach ; and makes as ſhore u work with: In- 


r it i impoſe, has Men: ſhould: have 
— God to Abſolve in his Name, 

y are not Infallible ; this makes them 
—_— incapable of being entruſted with any | 
other Means of Grace; and y » | 
ſuppoſes the whole Prieſts Office to imply + a di- 
— 
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wege this: Sudan 
d upon certain Conditi- 
ons ; but 'Fallible * cannot certainly know 
theſe Conditions ; as eres 
have Authority to, bfe toe.” QF | 


From hence calls occaſion to- argue WR 

are to admitted ro the Sacraments 
on certain Conditions; Bue Fallible Men can- 
not tell, whether they come qualified to receive 
them g to theſe Conditions; Therefore 
Fallible 96250 bare — bo _ 
niter the Sacraments, . 


2d, This Argument: ſubverts all * 
1 5 Chriſtian Religion it ſelf, and the Rea- 


- coin © y intcared Means -of Grace. - For 
. Authoritative, but what a 
— affured of; then the Chiiſllan 
Reis on caitnbt be an Authoritative Method-of 
= » fidce a Man, by being a Ghrifdian, 
become infallibly cM Sf his Swlbati- 
on : Nor does Grace infallibly attend the Pati- 
cipation of the Sacraments. So that tho: your 
has form'd this Ar Nes a. only againſt 
this A Power; yer ic has as muck Force 
* 25 the Sen 
gion or ik it be rd to: 
that the ſhould ab any 'one, *bbcaufe 
te cantibt Be corrain that he deſerves Abſoluciver; 


the ſame A > 
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Your Lordſhip's 
have their Sins patdo 


ve the Power of Admi 


when he cannot be fab 
G certain, 


lain, that thoſe who receive them, are duly 
ualified? If a2 Poflibility of Error deſtroys the 
wer in one Caſe, it as certainly deſtroys ie 
in the other. Again, if Abſolution cannot he 
Amboricacive, unleſs it be Infallible ; then, it x 
plain, chat the Chriſtian Religion is not an 
Authoritative Means cf Salvation ; becauſe all 
Chriſtians are not infallibly ſav'd : Nor can the 
Sacraments be Authoritative Means of Grace 


becauſe al who partake of them, do not infalli 


bly obtain Grace. 


| Your Lordſhip proceeds witch your Layity by 
way of Expoſtulation : If they amuſe you with 
that Power which Chriff left with his Apoſles, 
Whoſe ſcever Sins ye remit, they are remitted u 
the; and whoſe 2 Je retain, they are 1» 
tained unto them * | 
But why muſe; my Lord? Are the Texts of 
Holy Scripture to be treated as only Matter df 
2 2. Or does your Lordſhip of . 
ny Age in che Church, when the very ſame Do- 
drine which we now teach, has not been taught 
from the ſame Texts ? 


Do you know any Succeſſors of the Apoſiles 
that thought the Power there ſpeciſy d, did nd 
belong them? But however, your Lordſhip has 
eaughe your Layity to believe what we. argue 


from this Text, all Amuſement ; and told then 
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muſt be 
is in the 
bring for the Inſtruction 
is well founded, then 


Layity. 
1 or exclude Men from 


0 hat Authority is 2 

A uſe the. * * b 
the; Fane 12 * "Ka thn, fa 

be wel ny, rhis 

hi 1 ag 


ſes 
to 


— ue may exerciſe theſe | Pow: 
becauſe t :ercifed chem! Rue as this is 


pollble to be done; ſo it is impoſſihle for 
to prove, n e r 


the purpoſe: 2 

Apoſtles, ; pore ng co 1.5 mr. CT will de 
ins 
ou 


ries, becanſe they had chem. 
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And wow, my Lodz if the C be thus 
h A all. we make for . Chriſh. 
adity;,-a5 it has been practis d in all E: How 
fall e excuſe ne noble Army di Martyrs, 
| Saihts and Confeſſors, who have boldly: aſſert- 
| dend the Right to ſo many Apoſtolical-Power, ? 

r 

that was ww te be A 3 
2 Fo ? Falſe — was their or 
preſumptuous their Authority, who ſhould pte. 
tend to any Apoſtolical Powers, becauſe the A. 
peſtles Had them; when they could not * 
that 'ewery thing . un * te the apes, bo 
7% 10 ro them, 
: '* 
[Fapthir'; to prove, that the abgve-menticn 
Text does ndt Tonfer the Power of — 
in the Cletgy, you feaſon thus: Whatever cn 
mier the natural. Ni Gd, and: the Defys 


and of tbe Goſpel, cannot be tbe true 
Tae, ger 
22 er Gl 
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age" in the Gade J: But to wake the Ab 
Zl Mew ſo | weeiſſdry, or [6 
not e without bout chem; « 
2 whe 


them 
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ite 5 affemted 
this. For 
Men. could Abfoletely bleſs, 0 
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our Adverſanes as 


whoever taught, thut any Set of 
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. Chriſtian Religion, on Sacraments, 
g ‚ | = 
. 
4 — * 4 ; BD, "> v v * 
= * — * 228 13 . 
, FS, — WM * Jp Ct a * "IS , | WY 
* % * $4 1 23 2 9982 1 - 


9 1 — « F " » © 
| 4 3 Ps j + Vs 43S . 9 > 9 0 — 
24 | Ab 


(46 
Abſolution ſav'd P 
proper Diſpolicions?.. 
| f above God 
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that Biſhops have the ſole Power to 

. 5 Confirm, . would this be robbing 

God s Diſpoſal 'of thoſe Graces . 
end dach Ae 1. 4 Dip allowing ad 
ſs Methods of fe wh 

cloſe to e (9) whi 
ſelf has preſcrib'd ? | * Kar 
W... ny, L Lord, 8 the 28 of Fer 
Are not nece to Salvation 
But i God therefore excluded from any Powe 
of his on? Has he for that teaſpn, © Bread 
tors c Hark or Water in Bapeiſcm 
abore Himſelf of 


leſs 

Effect of his own Mercy, becauſe theſe Sa- 
in great meaſure comTribute to effect 

it? then, my Lord, muſt that 1 g 
„ that is attended with his 
Pardon, and. which has no Pretence to > fach 
in obedience to his Order; and in 
Promiſe. be thus deftrudire of his 
2? Where is there any Diminution of 
his — *- Authority, if ſuch Actions of the 


in Water, or their receiving Bread and Wine 
Cannot God infticute Means of Grace, but thoſe 


if? They one 
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My ord, gov tg 4 


Power, fsh hs Nag K 
Yet I mut beg Leave to ſay, Uns Poet 1 
as ſute a Bottom, and is as conſiſtent With 
the Goodneſs and Majeſty of God, as che Sa- 
- craments. If the annexing, Grace to Sacra- 
ments, and making them teteffary Means of Sal. 
vation, be a reaſonable Mftitaion of God"; 10 is 
his anoexing 3 to the Tmpoſition of . 
>, che "A returoing Sinners. 
Ao receiv in cher Cale, i 
— Sang, Sid in ©. Mettiod of his 
ing. And how this ſhould be any. 
© xy to God's Honour, of Aﬀeont to H eget 
cannot cafily de accounthd' fbr. 
The Clergy juſtly claim a Power of 
rn door br od, from expreſs Texts: 
: and of delivering his Pardons eo Petiſten 


8 
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rs. Vogt Lordfhip diſowtis this CM 
ng Fallibte Men the Abſolute Dilper 
God's 1 and putting it ye e | 
to damn atid faye as they Ec 
nothing of this Extrovig 7% in inch 
They are only erittuſted; Sit 4. Con lili ö 
U which ny are to Exerciſe a 
* has e aud ic a * 
s ſo cxercis'd. Be Ae 
Means of Tal is cn; onl 
effeRtual,. when it is de with 15 
entuſtantes; as are. requit d by God., 1 
* thro Weaknen, Paſſion of eln 
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dude Perſons, from the Church of God, they _ 
injure only. chemſelves. But, my Lond... are 
ticſe Powers nothing, becauſe they may be ex- 
rcisd in vaig ? Have the Clergy no Right at 
Ul to them, becauſe they are not 2 
felibl in the Exerciſe of them? 


2 you prove my Lord, that. they ate rot 
„ becauſe they have not. ways. 06 
lime 77 May not 1 82 t de neceſſary to Sal 
vation, wt ch is Guy nal on certain Cone. 
ditions ?) 18 $ ge, the Fudge Reli gion 8 
ſacy eo Salvatioh,tho' all Chtiſti 
Are not the "Sacraments neceſlary. M 
Grace, tho! the Means of Grace 
by is only Conditional? Is every one cis. 
nly improy'd i in Grace, who receives the. Sacra- 
? Or is ic leſs neceflary, becauſe the 
cron Effects of it are not more univ 4% 
whe then muſt the Impoſition of Hands be leſs 
2. becauſe the Grace of it is N | 


* 


1 


5 A wron bly Y, or adminiſtred to 


— eceivers ? But do che 9 
ceaſe 2 be ſtanding and riecelfary Means of 


\ 


againſt his Power, 
"on Paſſions of the 


Dey. whereby y may toiftake or pervert 


the Application of it, can be of no orce; 

fince it ts as Conditional as any other ian 
Inſtitution. The Salvation of no Man can be 
endanger d by the Ignorance or Paſſions of any 
Clergyman in che Uſe of this Power : I they 


err in the Exerciſe of it, the Conſequences of 
their Error only affect themſelves: Ihe Ada. 


niſtration of the Saeraments > certajnly aura 


ell o them: Bur wilt any one ſay, chat the S, 


craments are not neeefſaty to aon; becauſe 


= OL through Tgnorance or Paſſion, male 


of rhis Trot 7 


There is nothing ' in this Doctrine to, gratific 


the Pride of Clergymen, or r them to 


Eord it over che tock of Chrift. e 


1 an Atheiſt or a Deiſt in Orders; 
4 arrogant, and domineer in the 


of his Powers: But who, that has the leaf 
Senſe of Religion, can think it matter of Tri- | 
umph, that he can deny the Sacraments, or re. 
foſe his Benediction to any of his Flock? | 

Can he injure or offend the leaſt of 6 3 nod 


will not God take Atcount? Or, 
8892 "will not their * 
ir d at his Hands 7 
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e 1 hath wir thing in it 
dave the Layity to the Clergy ; or 


Arbitrary Will. 
_—_— n in geg in 5 


cauſe che Sacraments (the neceſfar 
it) are only to be adminiſtred by t 

Why then maſt the Salvation of Pexitents be — 2 
3 or made dependent on the ſole Plea- 
of the Cl „ becayſe they alone can 

&1 them to 8 Favour of God ? If . 

ſons are 5 denied the 2 | 

may humbl Rope, cha God will not lay tha 

Want of to their Charge. And if they 
are unjuſtly ke; t out of the Church, and denied 
Admittance, they have no Reaſon to fear, but. 
God will, notwithſtanding, accept them, pro- 


vided they be in other relpeds proper Objeas _ 
his Fayour, 


But to proceed, your Lordſhip ſ. The. 45 4 
255 might poſſpbly underſtand the 72 
and Ret 


Sins, 10 be that Power 0 Laying ther 
Hands upon the Sick *. 7 


Is this P , my Lord? Then it is poffible, 
the ta think, that in the Power here 
intended to he given them, »o:bing at al was inj- 
tended to be given them. For the „e 
— the. Sick, was. already confer 
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(52) 
be given them in this Text, it cannot be inter 


prone; as baving entitled them properly to any 
Power at all. 1 


2. The Power mention d here, was ſomething 
that Jeſus promis d he would give chem Hereaf 
ter: Which plainly ſuppoſes, they had it na 
then: But they then had the Power of Healing} 
rherefore ſomething elſe muſt be intended 
= Ip > INT” YN 


3. The Power of the Keys has always beey 
look d upon as the higheſt in. the Apoftolicd 
Order. But if ic related only to the Power « 
Healing, it could not be ſo: For the , 
who were inferiour to the Apoſtles, had this 
_ * 


4: FF very Manner of Expreſſion in this 
Place, proves, that the Power here intended u 
be given, cquld not relare to . Healing the Sich 
or to any thing of that nature; but to ſomg 
Spiritual Power, whoſe Effects ſhould not be 
Vifible ; but be made good by virtue of God's Pit 
miſe. Thus, Whowſcever ye ſhall heal ov Es 
I will heal i» Heaven, borders too near upon 2 

Abſurdity. There is no occaſion to promiſe i 

make good ſuch Actions as are good. already, 20 
| - have antecedently produc'd their Effects. P 
ſons who were reſtor'd to Health, to their Sight 
or the Uſe of their Limbs, did not want to Is 
aſſured, that the Apoſtles, by whom they wen 
reſtored, had a Power to that End; the Ex 
ciſe of which Power, prov'd and confirm'd 1 f 


C53) 

There was no need therefore of a Divine Af. 
:rance, that a Perſon who was healed, was aftu- \ 
ally healed in virtue of it. But when we on 
ſder this Promiſe, as relating to a Power whole 
a. are not viſible ; as the Pardon of Sins, the 
Terms whereby it is expreſt, are moſt proper: 
And it is very reaſonable to ſuppoſe God promi: 
| ſing, that the Spiritual Powers exercisd by his 
_ Miniſters on Earth, though they do not here 

produce their viſchle Effects, ſhall yet be made 

good and e ffectual by him in Heaven. 


Theſe Reaſons, my Lord, I ſhould think, are 
ſufficient to convince any one, that the Apoſtles 
could not poſſibly underſtand theſe Words in the 
Sence of your Lordſhip. | 


Let us now conſider the Commiſſion gi- 
| ven to Peter. Qur Saviour ſaid to him, Thou 
| art Peter, and upon this Rock I will build my 
| Church, and the Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail againſt 
| it: And I will give unto thee. the Keys of the Kingdoms 
of Heaven ; «nd whatſoever thou ſhalt bind on Earth, 

all be bound in Heaven; and whatſoever thoy . bal 
looſe en Barth, (hall be looſed in Heaven, 
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N of Heaven 3 that is, according to your 
vil five thee Power * 
an 
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(359 
nag d or eftabliſh'd by any Worldly Pawers. O 
Savio r gives to bis Apoſtles the Keys of this K- 
dom. Let | 


you hare ſo far forgotten your 


them. 

ſhould 

Tower of the 

to make People Members of this 

Kingdom : Myſt noe the Anſwer be, that he 
miſtakes the Power, by not confidering, 


they are only the Keys of a Spiritusl, not of 
Temporal Kingdom, which were here deli 
to the Apoitles. 


I humbly pteſume, my Lord, that. this would. 

beas good an Anfwer to your Lordihip Doctrine, 
ies, mho-claim the Right. of the $wa 

till it can be ſhewn that Health * 
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blend in Heaven,i.e. on whomſoeverthou ſhalt inſſ 
the Leproſie on Earth, He ſhall be a Leper in 
Heaven ; and whatſoever thou” ſhalt looſe on Earth, 
fall be loo: d in Heaven, i. e. whomſoever thou ſhale 
cere of that Diſeaſe on Earth, ſhall be perfectly 
cur d of it in Heaven. | 


This, without putting any Force upon the Words, 
is your Lordſhip's own Int ion; which ex! 
poſes the Honour and Authority of Scriptures as 
much as the greateſt Enemy tothem can wiſh. If 
our Saviour cou d mean by theſe Words, only 2 
Power of bealing 17 s ; or if the Apoſtles un- 
derftood them in , we may as well be- 
lieve, that when He ſaid, Hi Kingdom was not of 
tbe World, that he meant, it was of this World; 


and that che Apoſtles fo underſtood him tov. 


AE Tn nt nt Pate 
the Layity, your ip — 
tin for them : You ſay, F they (the Apoſiier) 
did apply thus Power of remitting Sins to the certain Al. 
ſolution of particulur Perſons, it is plain, they could 4+ | 
it on no ofber Bottom but thu ; that God's Will, and | 
d Pleaſure, about ſuch particalar Perſons was infat- 
1 * 1 


Pray my Lord; how, or where is this ſo plain? 
E ic plain „ that they never baptiz d Perſons, till 
God had 3; communicated his good Pleaſure 10 
tien about ſuch particular Perſons * Baptiſmis an In- 

ſticution equally Sacred with this cher, and puts 
the Perſon bapriz'd in the ſame State of Grace, 


xr T7 =”) It I OO WOO 


ASS ern o = 


if 3 A % 

C57) 
ſignd for the Remiffion of Sin. It is an Oidi- 
nance to which Abſolution is conſequent 5 but 1 
ſuppoſe, .Perſons may be baptiz d without ſuch 
Isfalible Communication promiſed, as your, Lordſhip 
contends for. If therefore it not neceſfary for 
the Exerciſe of Abſolution by Baptiſm, why muſt 
k be ee Abſolution by the Impoition , 


Can Paſtors without Infallibilicy, baptize Hes: 
thens, and abſolve, or be the Inſtruments of abſol- 
ving chem, thereby from their Sins ? Are they 
not as able to abſove Chriſtian Peniteng, ot re- 
ſtore thoſe Who have Apoſtatiz'd ? If Human 
Knowledge, and the common Rules ofthe Church, 
de ſufficienc to direct the Prieſt to whom he 
e inder the Sacraments ; they are 

ſuthicienc for the Exerciſe of this other Part 
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thy Sins iven oa or to ſay, ariſe, take 
27 WF But that ye may know, the 
bath Power on Earib ro fe ; $6 ins, 
at: 9.10.) As if he had ſaid, K s not the 
* 9 Divine Authority and Power requir'd ? 
« Is it not a Work as peculiar to God, to per- 
« form miraculous Cures, as to forgive Sins? 
« The Reaſon therefore, why I now chuſe to 

« declare my. n rather by ſaying, Th 

« Sins ore forgiven thee, than i by ſaying, Ariſe 

ce walk, Was, hey” to tea you this Truth, 
e that the Power of the Son of Man is not con. 


2 find to Bodily Cures ; but * Power 
& on Earth to forgive Sins. 


This, my Lord, is the firſt r 
the Words ; and therefore 1. take it to be 
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your would have eaughe us, that he had 
this Power. For no one * N Res 
ſon why you ſhould deny it him; but, bec | 
he has *xpedl Words claim'd oa ne K. 
I hope, your Lordſhip has not ſo low an' Opini- 
on of our Saviour's = as to think it unrea- 
ſonable in the Nature of the Thing, that He 
ſhould have this Power. 'Where does 4 contra- 
dict any Principle of Reaſon, to wy, 2 King 

ſhould be able to pardon his Subjects? Since 
' there is no Abſurdit) then in the Thing it ſelf ; 
and ir is ſo expreſsly aſſerted in Scr Here it is 
juſt Matter of Surprize, that your Loi p ſhould 
carry your Reader from a plain conftent =_ 


of the Words, to either | this or that Sewer 0 be Peg 
ther, the Origin whereof is ly ker 
for in your Torabir own I 80 

than not exclude Chrift from a Power which he 
declar d he had, and declar'd he had i it for this 
very Reaſon, chat we  mighs know that þe had \it. 
Our Saviour has told us, that the way to Hea- 
ven is narrow.” Your Lordihip might as reaſona- 
bly prove from hence, that he meant, it was 
br as thar be did nor mean he could fargive 
Sins, when he ſaid, ther ye may bnow, fag 
Sov of Man hath abe en Earth jog * 
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Now, if Chriſt did not afſume 3 Power to forgive 
oth aufe God alone could forgive Sins, it is 
alſo as  pticcountable, that He d exerciſe 
other Authorities and Powers, which are as ftrialy 
peculiar to God, az that of forgiving Sins. As if 
2 Perſon ſhould diſogn that Chriſt is Omniſcient, 
decauſe Omnilſciencg is an Attribute of God Alone ; 
and yet confels his Omnipotence, which is an 
Attribute equally Divine. 


But farther, my Lord: Did our Saviour thus 
deſignedly exprels himſelf, leaſt He ſhould be 
thought to allfume any Power which was Di- 
vine, then it is certain Ln to this Opi- 
nion) that if He had aſſumed any ſuch Power, 
or pretended to do what was peculiar to God, 
he had been the Occaſion of miſleading Men in- 
toError. For if this be a plain Reaſon, why He 
expreſſed himfelf ſo as to difown this Power, it 
is plain, that if He had own'd it, He had been 
condemn'd by this Argument, as teaching falſe 


Now if this would have been in vely 
falſe Doctrine in Chriſt, to take upon Himſelf 
were g of prepagring this fals Doctrine: 
were gui g this falle ine. 
For % ſcarce any known Actribuce or 
Power of God, but they aſcribe ic to our Savi- 
our. They declare him Eternal, Omnipotent, 
Omniſcient, &c. Is it not a true Notion, that 
God alone Sau Create, and is Governour of the 
Univerſe? | Yet the Apoſtles expreſly aſſure us 
of Chriſt, that l „ — 
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that Gad bath put al things in Sabjeign under hi; 
Feet. es Os a ſurprifing, that, r Lordſhip 
ſhould * 4 Chriſt from ty. Lover, pf 2 
giving Sins, tho' he. 9 exyreſly 
orgive Sins, becauſe ſuch a yon "only 
to God; when it appears thro the Seri- 
pture, that there is ſcarce any Divine Power 
which our Saviour himſelf has not: N n nor 
any Attribute df God, but what his Apoltles have | 
aſcrib'd to him. They have made Him the On 
ator, the Preſerver; the Governour of 1 
the Author of Eternal Salvation to all that obey 
him; and yet your Lordſhip tells us, that He did 
not pretend to forgive Sins, becauſe * was 2 
Power peculiar to God. 


2 8 n 


— . . 


Here is then (to ſpeak in your Locathii s ele- 
gant Style) an immoveeble Reſting - Place for your 
Laity to ſet their Feet upon; is an Argu- 
ment that will laſt them for ever; They muſt believe | 
that our Saviour did not forgive Sins. becauſe' this | 
was a Power fhat belong'd — God, tho' the Scri- 
ptures aſſure us that every other Divine Power 
belong d to Chriſt. That is, they muſt believe, 
that tho* our Saviour claim'd all Divine Powers, 
yet not this Divine Power, hecauſe it is a Divine 
Power. And, my Lord, if they have the com- 
mon Senſe to believe this, they may alſo believe 
that tho our Saviour took human Nature n 
him, yet that he had not a human Soul, becauſe 
is proper to Man. They may believe, that ab 
Perſon who has all Kingly Po cannot rower 
or reprieve a Malefador, be loa 45 is an Act of | 
Kingly Power to do it ; or that a Biſhop end | 

| : ful 


() 

ſuſpend any -Offender of. his Dioceſe, becauſe it 
is an Act of Epiſcopal Power to do it. All theſe 
Reaſons are as ſtrong and Demonſtrative as that 
Chriſt, who claim d an Divine Powers; could 
not forgive Sins, becauſe it was a Divine Power. 


Laſtly, In this Argument your Lordſhip has 
plainly declac'd againſt the Divinity of Chrift, 
and rank d him in the Order of Creatures. Your 
Lordſhip ſays, Chriſt did not forgive Sins, be- 
cauſe it is God alone who can forgive Sins ; as plain 
an Argument as can be offer d, that in your 
Lordſhip's Opi 
you behev'd him, in a true and proper Senſe, 
God, how could you exclade him from the 
Power of forgiving Sins, becauſe God alone can 
forgive Sins ? It is inconſiſtent with Senſe and 
Reaſon to deny this Power to Chrift becauſe ic 
is 2 Divine Power, but only becauſe you believe 
him not to be a Divine Perſon, If Chriſt was 
God, then he might forgive Sins, tho' God alone 
can forgive Sinz: But you fay, Chriſt cannot 
forgive Sins, Bocauſe God alone can forgive Sins; 
therefore it is plain, that according to your 
Lordſhip's Doctrine, Chrift is not truly, or in a 
proper Senfe, God. 
Here, my Lord, I deſire again to appeal to 
the Common Senſe of your Laity; let them judge 
berwixt the Scriptures and your Lordſhip. The 
Scriptares-plainly and frequently aſcribe all Di- 
vine Attributes to Chrift : They make him the 
Creatour and Governour of the World; God 
over all, bleſſed for ever. Yet your Lordſhip 

| | "> makes 
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fon, Chriſt is not God: For if + 
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Power, becauſe it belongs only to God. 


You your ſelf, my Lord, have allow'd himto be 
abſoluce Ruler over the Conſciences of Men; to 
be an arbitrary Diſpenſer of the Means of Salva. 
tion to Mankind ; than which Powers, none can 
be more Divine : And yet you hold, that he can- 
not forgive Sins, becauſe Pardon of Sin can only 
be the Effect of a Divine Power. 


Is it not equally a Divine Power, (even ac- 


cording to your Lordſhip) to rule over the Con- 


ſciences of Men, to give Laws of Salvation, and 


to act in theſe Affairs with an uncontroulable 
Power, as to forgive Sins ? 


My Lord, let their Common Senſe here diſ- 
cover the Abſurdity (for I muſt call it ſo) of your 
New Scheme of Government in Chriſt's Kingdom. 
Chriſt is abſolute Lord of ir, (according to your 
_ ſelf) and can make or unmake Laws relating to 


it; can diſpenſe or wichold Grace as he pleaſes 


in this Spiritual Kingdom, all which Powers are 


purely Divine, yet you ſay he cannot forgive 
Sins, tho' every expreſs Power which you have 


allow'd him over the Conſciences of Men, be as 


truly a Divine Power as that of forgiving Sins, Has 
not Chriſt a proper and perſonal Power to give 


Grace to his Subjects? Is he not Lord over their 
Conſciences? And are not theſe Powers as truly 
appropriated to God? And has not your Lord- 


ſhip often taught them to be fo, as that of For- | 


giveneſs of Sins ? Is it not as much the Prenatal 


makes him a Creature, and denies him ſach x 


( 69 ) 
of God to have any natural intrinſick Power, to 
confer Grace, or any Spiritual Benefit to the Souls 
of Men, as to forgive Sins? Has not your Lord- 
ſhip deſpis'd all the Adminiſtrations of the Cler- 
gy, becauſe God's Graces can only come from 
himſelf, and are only to be receiv'd from his own 
Hands? The Concluſion therefore is this, either 
Chriſt has a Perſonal intrinſick Power to confer - 
Grace in his Kingdom, or he has not; if you ſay 
he has not, then you are chargable with the 
Colluſion of making him a King in a Spiritual 
Kingdom, where you allow him no Spiritual 
Power: If you ſay he has, then you fall into this 
Contradiction, that you allow him to have Di- 
vine Powers, tho* he cannot have Divine Pow- 
ers ; that is, you allow him to give Grace, tho' it 
s a Divine Power, and not to forgive Sins, be- 
cauſe it is a Divine Power. My Lord, I wiſh 
your Laity (if there be any to whom you can 
render it intelligible) much Joy of ſuch profound 
Divinity. Or if there are others who are more 
taken with your Lordſhip's Sincerity, I deſire 
them not to paſs by this following remarkable In- 
lance of it: Your Lordſhip has here as plainly 
declar'd, as Words can conſequentially declare 
any thing, that you do not believe Chriſt to be 
God, yer pro our ſelf Biſhop of a Church, 
whoſe Liturgy in ſo many repeated Teflimonies 
declares the contrary Doò&rine, and which obli- 
pes you to expreſs your Aſſent and Conſent to 
ach Doctrine. My Lord, I here call upon your 
rei, either Declare Chriſt to be Perfect God, 
= then ſhew why he could not forgive Sins, or 
ny him to be Petſect God, and then ſhew how 

| you 
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yon can ſincerely. declare yqur Aſber and Cos ſat 


to the Doctrines of the Church of England. 


_- =, — has an 2 of Preya. 
tion, which you cannot, I hope, charge u 
any of your Adverſaries; who if they cannot chink 
that to be ſincere is the only thing neceſſary to re- 
commend: Men. to the Favour of God, yet may 
have as much, or poſlibly more Sincerity, than 
thoſe who do think ſo. 


Before I take leave of your Lordſhip, I muſt tale 
Notice of a Refing-Place, a ſtrong Retreat, a log 


Frundation, i. e. 4 Demonſtration inthe frifteft Senſe 
theWords,that all Church-Communios is unneceſſary. 


Your Lordſhip ſets it out in theſe Words. | 


I am not now going to accuſe you of a Hereſs again 
Charity, bus of 4 Herefie againſt the Poſſibility and Ne 
twe of Things, As thus, A. Nelſon (for Int auc. 
thinks himſelf oblig'd in Conſcience to Communicate 
with ſore of our Church. Upon this you Jeclare bi 
hath no Title to God's Mercy ; and you and all the World 
«low, that if be communicates with you whilſt bis Co 
ſcience tells bims it is 4 Sin, be is ſelf- condemn'd and ou 
of God's Favour. That Notion, (viz. the 
of Church-Communion) rherefore, which impliu 
ibis great invincible Abſurdity, cannot be true. | 


Pray, my Lord, what is this wondrous Curi- 
ofity of a Demonſtration, but the common Cale 
of an erroneous Conſcience ? Did the ſtricteſt Con- 
renders for Church-Communion ever teach, 154 


an 
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an; Toms are to be comply'd with againſt Con- 
2 But its à ſtrange Coneluſion to infer 
from: thence, that there is no Obligatio 
Commiunion, or; that all Things are to be 
indifferent, becauſe they are not to be comply'd 
with againſt one's Conſcience. 


The Truths of the Chriſtian Religion have the 
ſame Nature and Obligation, whatever our Opini- 
ons are of them, and thoſe that are neceſſary 
to be believed, continue fo, whither we can 
perſwade our ſelves to believe them or not. I 
ſuppoſe your Lordſhip will not ſay, that the Ar- 
ticles Lo” Faith and ä ons of the 
Chriſtian Religion, are no ot ys necaſſury 
than becauſe we believe them to be ſo, that our 
perſwaſion is the only Cauſe of the Neceſſity ; but 
it their Neceflity be not owing merely to our 
belief of them, then ic is certain that our Dif- 
belief of them, cannc: make them leſs neceſſa- 
ry. If the Ordinances of Chriſt, and the Ar- 
ticles of Faith are neceſſary, becauſe Chriſt has 
made them ſo, that Neceflity muſt continue the 


ame, whether we believe and obſerve them or 
Not. , 


n to 
held 


So that, my Lord, we may ftill, maintain the 
neceflicy of Church-Communion, and the ſtrict 
wiervance of Chriſt's Ordinances, notwith- 
manding that People have different perſwaſions 
In theſe Matters, preſuming bs: our Opinions can 
40 more alter the nature or neceſſity of Chriſt's 

Wintions, than we can believe Error into Trac, 

vs into Evil, or Light into Dorkueſe. 1 _ 
E. chink 
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a Chriſtian in order to be Bat if your 

Lordſhi i gs A, , we 
ſhould be oblig'd to give neceflity d 
every Doarine and Iofticuri , to Dit. 
believer that ed Conſcience. mul 


not tell any Party of , that they 
any — 4 for b apo oo: he with 
_— they do but follow their own Perſws 


Your Lordſhip's Invincible Demonſtration pro 
ceeds thus. 


W 2 be — . with 
any RE then 9, ſerming Pe- 
ſons will be in Danger either way; for if there 56 
1 122 2 do w 

1c, t comply again Conſe 
2 


What an inertricable Difficulty is here! Hos 
ſhall Divinity or Logick be able to relieve us 


the Caſe of a Conſcientions 7er 
is the only covenan 
vation, and that he can ha 


Favour of God, till he profeſs 


OBI IF EH YTAY 


T7 


would think it a Demonſtration, that he is not 


ER) . 
the Faith of Chriſt. What, replies he, would 
you direct me to do? If I embrace Chriſtianity 
againſt my Conſcience, I am our of God's. Fa- 
vour, and if I follow my Conſcience, and con- 
tinue a Jew, I am alſo out of his Favour. The 
Anſwer is this, my Lord ; The Few is to obey 
his Conſcience, and to be left to the uncovenean- 
tel, unpromiſed Terms of God's Mercy, whilſt the 
Conſcientious Chriſtian is entitled tothe expreſs 
and promiſed fawours of God. WE 


There is ſtill the ſame abſolute neceſlity of 
believing in Chriſt, Chriſtianity is-ſtill che only 
Method of Salvation; tho the ſincere Few can- 
not ſo perſwade himſelf; and we 'ought to de- 
clare it to all Jews and Unbelievers whatſoever, 
that they can only be ſav d byembracing Chriſti- 
anity. That a falſe Religion, does not become 
2 true one; nor a true one falſe, in Conſe- 

nence of their Opinions; but that if they are 
o unhappy, as to refuſe the Covenant of Grace, 
they muſt be leſt co ſuch Merey as is without any 
Covenant. And now, my Lord, what is be- 
come of this mighty Demonſtration ? Does it 
prove that Chriſtianity is not neceſſary, becauſe 
the Conſcientious Few may think it is not ſo? 
It may as well prove, that the Moon is no larger 
than a Man's Head, becauſe an honeſt ignorant 
Countryman may thiak ic no larger. 


Is there any Perſon of Comman Senſe, who 


obliged to go to Church, becauſe a Conſcienti- 
os Diſſenter will not? Could he think ic leſs 
L neceflary 


| (74) 
neceſſary to be a Chriſtian, becauſe a faxcere Jy 
cannot embrace Chriſtianity 2 Could he md it 
to be an indifferent Matter, whether he believed 
the Divinity of Chriſt, becauſe a Comſciencicn; 

Socinian cannot? Yet this is your Lordſhip's ;,. 
wincible Demonſtration, that we ought not to 
inſiſt upon the neceſſity of Church-Commu. 
nion, becauſe a Conſcientious Disbeliever cannot 
comply with it. | 


A ſmall Degree of Common Senſe, would teach 
a Man that true Religion, and the Terms of 
Salvation muſt have the ſame obligatory Force, 
whether we reaſon rightly about them or not; 
and that they who believe and practice accor- 
2 to them, are in expreſs Covenant with 
God, which enticles them to his Favour ; whilſt 
thoſe who are Erronious, have nothing 
but the fince of their Errors to plead, and 
are leftto ſuch of God, as is without any 
Promiſe. Here, my Lord, is nothing frightful 
or abſurd in this Doctrine, they who are in the 
Church which Chriſt has founded, are upon 
Terms which entitles them to God's Favour ; 
they who are out of it, fall to his Mercy. 


But your Lordſhip is not content wich the 
Terms of the Goſpel, or a Doctrine that only 


ſaves a particular Sort of People; this is a nar- | 


row View, not wide enough for your Notions 
of Liberty. Particular Religions, and particular 


Covenants, are dewenftrated to be abſurd, becauſe | 
particular Perſons may Dil-believe, or not ſub- | 


mic to them. 
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Your Lordſhip muſt have Doctrines that will 
fave all People alike, in every way that their 
Perſwaſion leads them to take: But, my Lord, 
there needs be no greater Demonſtration againſt 
your Lordſhip's Doctrine, than that it equally fa- 
yours every way of Worſhip; for an Argument 
which equally proves every Thing, has been ge- 
nerally thought to prove nothing; which hap- 
pens to be the Caſe of your Lordſhip's Impor- 


tant Demonſtration. 


Your Lordſhip indeed only inftances in a par- 
ticular Perſon, Mr. Nelſon; but your Demenſtrati- 
on is as ſerviceable to any other Perſon who- has 
left any other Church whatever. The Conſcien- 
tion Ducker, — I , Or Socini- 
an, &c. have the right to obey Conſcience, 
and blame any Church that aſſumes a Power of 
cenſuring them, as Mr. Nelſon had; and if they 
are urd by any Church, that Church is 

3 guilty of the fame Herefie again the Nature 

Things, as that Church which cenſur d Mr. Ne 

„in, or any Church that ſhould pretend to cen- 
ſure any other Perſon whatever. . 


I am not at all Surpriz'd, that your Lordſhip 
ſhould teach this Doctrine, but irs ſomething 
ſtrange, that ſuch an Argument ſhould be ob- 
truded upon the World as an unheard of De- 
monſtration, and that in an 4 10 common Senſe. 
Suppoſe ſore Body or other in defence of your 
Lordſhip, ſhould take upon him to demonſtrate 

to the World, that there is no ſuch Thing as 
| L 2 Colour, 
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Colour, becanſe there are ſome People that 
can't fee it; or Sounds, becauſe there are ſome 
who don't hear them; He would have found out 
the only Demonſtrations in the World that could 
equal your Lordſhips, and would have as much 
reaſon to call thoſe Hereticks againſt the Nature 
Things, who ſhould diſ- believe him, and inf 
upon the reality of Sounds, as.your Lordſhip has 
to call your Adverſaries ſo. 


For, is there no neceſſity of Church-Commu- 
nion, becauſe there are ſome who don't con- 
ceive ic? Then there are no Sounds, becauſe 
there are ſome who don't hear them; for it is 
certainly as eaſie to believe away the Truth and 


| Reality, as the Neceſſity of Things. 


Some People have only taught us the imnncency 
of Error, and been content with ſetting forth its 
harmleſs Qualities ; but your Lordſhip has been 
a more hearty Advocate, and given it a Power il 
cover every Truth and Inſtitution of Chriſtiani- 
ty. If we have but an erroniows Conſcience, the 
whole Chriſtian Diſpenſation is cancell'd; all 
the Truth and Doarines in the Bible are De- 
monſtrated to be unneceſſary, if we do not be- 
lieve chem. 


How unhappily have the ſeveral Parties of 
Chriſtians been diſputing for many Ages, who 
if they could but have found out this intelligible 
Demirſtration, (from the Caſe of an erroneous 
Conſcience) would have ſeen the abſurdity of 
pretending to neceſſary Doctrines, and — 
9919 2 upo 
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ppon Church- Communion ; but it muſt be acknow- 
edged your Lordſkip's new invented Engine for 
the Deſtruction of Churches; and it may be expect 
ed the good Chriſtians of no Church will return your 
Lordſhip their Thanks for it. 


Your Lordſhip has thought it a mighty Ob- 
jection to ſome Doctrines in the Church of Eng-. 
ad, that the Papiſts might make ſome Advan- 
ge of them: But yet your own Doctrine de- 
ends al Communions alike, and ſerves the Few 
1d Socinian, &rc. as much as any other ſort of 
We:ople. Tho' this ſufficiently appears, from 
phat has been already ſaid, yer that it may be 

till more obvious to the Common Senſe of every 
ne, I ſhall reduce theſe Doctrines to Practice, 
and ſuppoſe for once, that your Lordſhip intends ' 
o convert a Jew, a Quaker, or Socinian. 


Now in order to make 2 Convert of any of 
em, theſe Preliminary PROPOSITIONS 
re to be firſt laid down according to your Lord- 
Ibip's Doctrine. WW 
Some Propoſitions for the Improvement of true 
Leligion. | 


Propoſition I. That we are neither more or leſs 
the Favour of God, for living in any parti- 
lar Method or Way of Worſhip, but purely as 
e are ſincere. Preſerv. page 90. 


Propoſ. II. That no Church ought to unchurch 


Freſerv. p. 85. Prepeſ. 


nother, or declare it out of God's Favour.. 
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 Propoſ. III. That nothing loſes us the Far | 
of God, buta wicked Infincerity. 1b id. 

Propeſ. IV. That a conſcientious Perſon cus 
be in no for being out of any particulat 


Church. . page 90. 


poſe: V. That there is no ſuch Thing as any 
real Perfe or Excellency in any Religion, 
n but th all. is 
founded in our Perſonal Perſuaſion. Which your 
Mies we left the Popiſh D- 
they were actually carrupt! 
» becauſe we thought them fe 
micht leave the Church of Ran, 
Docttines were corrupt, but be- 
cauſe we theughe them fo, then the fame Res- 
_ fon will jullify any one elſe, in leaving any 
Church, how true irs Doctrines ate ; and} 
conſequently there is no fach Thing, as any red 
Perfe&ion or Excellency in any Religion con- 
ſider' d in it felf, but it is right or wrong 
to our Perſwaſions about ir. Preſerv. page 8. 


Prepeſ. VI. That Chriſt is ſole King and L- 
iver in his Kingdom, that no Afes have a1) 
Power of in it ; that if we would de 
n we muſt ſhew aur ſelvet 

biects of Chriſt alone, without any Regard to 


Propoſe VII. That as Chiif's Kitigddn is 1d 
of this World, fo when Worldly Encouragement 


not becauſe her 


((-39') 
annexed.to it, theſe are fo: | 
drain Chriſt and his own expreſs Wand, 
page Il ba | | . 8 
" VIII. That to pretend to know the 
n Sincerity of Men, is Nomſemſe and 
Abſurdity. Serm. page 93. 


Propoſ. IX. Thas God's Graces are only to 


. cel d immediately from himſelf. Sem f. 89. 
be ' | N - en Ib f. 
0 Theſe, my Lord, are your Lordſdipsown Fro. 
7 poſitions, expreſii 


in. your own 'Terms without F 
u Exaggeration,' '' © 

And now, m 
Whpleaſe, either 


aſſerted, that 
den? Ho 
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 becawſe you think: be is come; ſo He dots not diibel 
me — be is not actually. come, but becauſe 1 
thinks be is not come. So that here, my Lord, the 
1 as good a reaſon why he is not a Chi 
ian, as your iordſhip does why.you are not: 


If your E Boots turn the Diſcourſe ij 
A Nucher, and bim any Reaſons for En. 
bracing the Doctrine of the Church of ' Eng 
you can't poffibly have any better Succeſs; 
.any one may fee from your Propoſitions, that ng 
Argument can be urg d but what your Lordſhip 
has there fully auſwered. For fince you alloy 
nothing to the Truth of Doctrines, or the N 
cs oy any Communion as: ſuch, it is de- 
| le that no Church or Communion ca 
have any Advantage above another, which is 
abſoluteſy nedeſſary in order to perſuade any 
ſenſible Man to exchange any Communion for 
another. 


| will your Lordſhip tell a Quaker that there i 
any Danger in that particular Way that he is in? 


_ He can anſwer from Preps iſt, 26, and ach 
That a Conſcientious Perſon can't be in any Danger fa 


Win your Lordſhip tell him that his Religion 

condemned by the Univerſal Church 2 
He can anſwer from Prepeſ. ad, That wo Chad 
ought te unchurch another, or declare it out of Gol f 
a Favor, | Wil | 


(#1) - 


. - © Y 


will ven cell bim that Chriſt has inftieated 
craments - + aug Grace, which be 


gie to Obſerve 


228 r you from Pr. IX. That Co 
races art om l received immeniacely from i- 


ef. And to think that Bread and Wine, or the 
ſprinkling of Water is n to Salvation, is 
as abſurd, as to think any r of the Clergy, 
is to recommend us to God. 


wil your Lordſhip tell him that be diſpleaſes 
_ not holding ſeveral Articles of Faith, 
w | 


has required us to believe? 


He can reply from Propoſ. III. Thet not 
loſes ns the Favour of God but a wichee BE { 
And from Propoſ. V. That as your Lordſhip be- 
lieres ſuch'Things, not becauſe they are actually 
to be believ'd, but becauſe you think ſo; fo he 
disbelieves them, not becauſe they are actually 
falſe, but becauſe he thinks ſo. 


Vill your Lordſhip tel him be is taſincere? 
He can reply y from Propoſ. VI. That tos | to 
3 


Will your Lacdſhip | tell him that he ought to 
ghar K. 1 Church eſtabliſh'd by the 1 of 


* 
* 
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He can anſwer. from Propeſ. VIII. that | 
very Efabliſhment is an Argument againſt (y 
formity, For as Chriſt's Kingdom is not of this N 
fo when Worldly-Encouragements are annexed to it, f 
are ſomany Deciſions again Chriſt, and bis own 
preſs Words, And from Propoſe VII. That ſe 
Cbriſt is ſole King and Lawgiver in bis Kingdom, 
no M.n bave any Power of Legiſlation in it, they 
would be good Members of it, muſt ſhew tbemſeh 
Subjects to Chriſt alone, without any Regard to Mal 
Judgment. 


I am inclin'd to think, my Lord, that it j 
now demonſtrated to the common Senſe of the 
Laity, that your Lordſhip cannot urge any Ar 
gument, either from the Traub, the Advantgy 
or Neceſſity of embracing the Doctrines of the 
Church of England, to either Few, Heretick, q 
Schiſmatick, but you have help'd him to a full 
Anſwer to any ſuch Argument, from your own 
Principles. 


Are we, my Lord, to be treated as Popiſbly al- 
fected for aſſerting ſome Truths, which the Px 
piſts join with us in aſſerting ? ls it a Crime in us 
not to drop ſome neceſſary Doctrines, becaule 
the Papiſts have not dropt them? If bi is to be 
popiſhly aſſected, we own the Charge, and are 
not for being ſuch true Proteſtants, as to give up 
the 'Apoftles Creed, or lay aſide the Sacraments, 
becauſe they are receiv'd by the Church of Rome. 
I cannot indeed charge your Lordſhip with being 


wel aff.&ed to the Church of Rome or of Earle 


. 

the Tewt, the Qsallert, or Seelen,, but this 8. 
ated, and will undertake the De- 

e of it, that your Lordſhips Principles equally 

e them all alike, and don d give the leaſt Ad- 

tage to due Church àbove another, as has 

iciently appeared from your Principles. 


I will no more ſay yonr Lordſhip is in the In- 
teſt of che Dealers, or Sptinions, or Papifs, 
un I wonkd charge you with being in the In- 
of ne Church of Englazd, for as your Do- 
fines equally; ſupport chem all, he ought to ask 
Xt = Pardon, who ſhould declare pew 


to one tha th : other. 


Tintepded, my Ford! eo. have conſidered. an- 
N50 obyoxions Article in your Lordſhip' 
doarines, cohcething the Repu Ee TO 1 

luc regements Iv the Nature of Chrift's Kingdom 

{the Con d Reaſonableneſs of band. 

g this Spiritual Eu gdom with Neri TW 
Pian defended wich To much Massa and 20 

rength of Ay ment, and Jour Lordſhip's Ob- 

tions ſo'fully cd confuts d by che er er th 

I Dear! of doors en, W preſume t 
ur of the See is finally determine, 


r. my Lord, that I have delivered no- 
hing here, that needs any Excuſe or Apology 
1. Laity, that they will not be perſwaded, 
ro' any vain Pretence of . to make 
emſelves Parties againſt the firft Principles of 
mianity ; or imagine, that whilſt we con- 
nd for the Poſitive I Inflrecion of-the . 
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OW... 


eie hink kv. 
7 ** Fee, "ro _ 828 
or x two infer foie Obſpes on 10 Een 


To begin with the Doctrine of the . 

rupted Succeſſion of en, * 

T have, as L think, prov'd nnn m 
vine Commiſſion 3 qualifie any one to 
exerciſe the Priefily Office, and that ſeeing this 
Divine Commiſion can 88 de had from ſuch 
E N to give 

- — 7 oh there ſhould be 

Den contin erhors ils net of ſuch Perſons, in or- 

= to keep up N eee Order of the | 


Clergy. For Commiſinn. ic ſelf be to 
2 Tp, 7 and diſtinguim the Clergy 
e e certain t aal deſcent 
A Cammiſſion, muſt de 
as gigs , and Conſequently an un- 
interrupted Succeflion is as neceflary, as that 
the Clergy have a Divine Commiſſion. Take | 
2 this Succeffion, and the Clergy may 35 
| be Ordain'd by one Perſon as another; 2 
Number of Women may as well give them 2 
Divine Commiſion, as a Congregation of any 


e de LS 


and 


Serre e. ee 


2. 


AS... 

th 
poſſible ; but then it would be not only..E 
but Pre, to call them Sow ug Word 


Fr, Ie is lg, that there is no Pn * 


in Scripture, As 2 
. a Church. * * 


Secondly, That it is ſubject to — Uncer: 


tainty, that if it be necellary, we. can't now 
ſure we are in the Clinrch. 1 


Thirdly, That it is a Popiſh 
them great Advantage over us. 


Do@rine, and gives 


—_— 


1 begin with che / Objedtion, beg there 


s no mention made of it in the 


ict ne hte nay gfe \ 


bis Letter, I ſhall here farther 


Pray, my Lord, it not a rus: Doarine, bat 
oe Scriptures contain ol t neceſſary to. Selva | | 1 
2 27 1.008, 1 8 
Scriptures contain all t fo alvatieh. | 
& no where ſaid NN of Faith 
d be believed. . Where does it appear in Scri- 
» that * * were writ by . 


* 
* 9 
. 


7 of. the Gu 
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Gs 


het 


Scri ure auld d Rule C Al 
Ages, chan that there lb uld be Biſhops to ordain 
in all Ages. | 


Again, N find 1 in Scripture, that 
the aments are to . 228 
of the Church? Where is it faid 
always be dag ordinary b 
The hex — Ding 
ext that expr 

we leave the Ule of the 

of Covenant. witch God 2 Is it any hes 45 
rely ſaid, that we muſt never lay them aſide, 
| or char they will be perpetually neceſſary? No, 
my Lord; err 0 be found - 
in Scripture. There is mo Streſs laid there upon this 


Ke, bur 7 — 


* 


. em "Dlainly — chat if this Suc- 
ceſlion of the Clergy 90. — becauſe 
peefly requir pure; it unde. 
* Kanga jr] we may e ee 
ala be r he feb wo 
Mean of Grace is ol Ages ; ünce chi is ven xt 
in the Seriptures, or expreſy requir'd, 

han this unjncercupred Succeſſion. = 


tit be. a good Argyment.agninſt the Neceffty 
bf Epi Ordziners, that it js never ſaid in; 
eripture, that there ſhall be ſuch Ordainers; 


ic 
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ie is certainly as concluſive 
of the Sacraments in every Fa 


where ſaid in e * 
All Ages. 


If no Government or Order of 
fey ferred by g becauſe no 


inſt any porticuler Order of Clergy, it 
as much againſt Order itſelf * 


Should thereſore of your 
— much 1 
Neceflity of ſome Order, 
particular Order; he muſt fall . your 


is — there Ga Ep 
je is undeniably plain, that there 
of the Clergy, fince it is no where- ſaid, — 
ſhall be -» Order of Clergy : Therefore whoerer 


much condemii'd by you 
as he that declares for che Epiſcopal Clergy. 


— The Truth of the Matter is this, If nothing i 
wo bo eftcemed of any Moment, "bu we counted 


- hall contend for an Order of Clergy, will be 5 
Lordi Dodtrins 


„ K. 
mere Trifle and Nieery among Chriſtians, which 
is not expreſly requir'd in the Scripeures ; then ic 
is 2 Trifle and Nicety, whether we believe the 
Scripture to be a Fanding Rule of Feb in all Ages, 
whether we ule the Sacraments in all Ages, whe- 
ther we have any Clergy at all, whether we ob- 
ſerve the Lord's Day, whether we baptize our 
Children, or whether we go to publick-Worſhip ; 
for none of theſe things are expreſly required in 
ſomany Words in Scripture. But if your Lordſhip, 
with * reſt of the Chriſtian World, will take 
theſe things to be of Moment, and well prov'd, 
becauſe they are founded in Seripture, tho not 
in expreſs Terms, or under plain Command: ; if you 
will nowledge theſe ers to be well aſſert- 
ed, becauſe they may be gather'd from Scripture, 
and are confirm d by the uniyerſal Practice of the 
Church in all Ages, (which is all the Proof that 
they are capable of) I don't doubt but it will 
appear, that this ſacceſſive Order of the Clergy is 
founded on. the ſame Evidence, and ſupported 
by as great Authority, ſo that it muſt be thought 
of the ſame Moment with theſe things, by all 
unprejudic d Perſons. | 

y ſaid, that 


For, my Lord, tho' it be not exprefl 
there ſhall aIweys be 2 Succeſſion of Epiſcopal Clergy, 
yet it is a Truth founded in Scripture it ſelf, and 
allerted by the univerſal Voice of Tradition in 
the firſt and ſucceeding Ages of the Church. 


It is thus founded in Scripture : There we are 
taught that, the Prieſthood is a Poſitive Inſtitution ; 
that no Man can take * Office unto himſelf; 

2 that 


RAK K Kir as 
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that neither our Saviour himſelf, nor his Apoſtle, 


nor any other Perſon, however extraordinarily en. 
dow'd with Gifts from God, could, . ſuch, exer. 
eiſe the Prieftly Office, till they had God's ex. 
preſs Commiſſion for that purpoſe. ” Now, how 
does it appear, that the Sacraments "dre Poſitive 
Inftiturions, but that they are conſecrated to ſuch 
Ends and Effects, as of themſelves they were no 


way qualify'd to perform? Now as it ap 


from Scripture, that Men, as ſuch, however en- 


dow'd, were not qualify'd to take this Office up- 


on them without God's Appointment ; it is de- 
monſtratively certain, that Men ſo call'd are as 


much to be eſteem'd a Poſorive Inffitation, as Ele- 
ments ſo choſen can be call'd a Poſitive Inftitution. 
All the Perſonal Abilities of Men conferring no 
more Authority to. exerciſe the Office of a 
Clergy- Man, than the natural Qualities of Water 
to make”a Sacrament : So that che one Inſtitu- 
tion is as truly Poſitive as the other. 


2 


Poſitive Order inflicured by God, but the diffe- 
rent Degrees in this Order is of the ſame Nature. 


perform ſome Offices in the Prieſthood, - which 
neither Deacons nor Priefts could do, tho thoſe 


Deacons and Priefts were inſpir'd Perſons, and 


Workers of Miracles. Thus Timothy was Tent to 


ordiain Elders, becauſe none below his Order, 


who was ' a Biſhop, could perform that Office. 
Peter and Jobs laid their Hands on baptiz d Per- 
ſons, becauſe neither Prieſis nor Deac 


* 


Again. The Order of the Clergy is not only a | 


For we find in Scripture, that ſome Perſons could 


ons, tho | 
Workers 


5 
d 
t 
a 
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Workers of Miracles, could execute that Part of 
the Sacerdotal Office. 22 | 


Now can we imagine that the Apoſtles and 
Biſhops thus diſtinguiſ d themſelves ſor no- 
thing? That there was the ſame Power in Des- 
tent and Prieſts to excente thoſe Offices, tho they 
took them to themſelves? No, my Lord; if 
three Degrees in the Miniſtry are ioftituced in 
Scripture, we are oblig d to think them as truly . 
diſtin in their Powers, as we are to think that 
the Prieſthood it ſelf contains Powers that are 
diſtinct from thoſe of the Laity. It is no more 
conſiſtent with Scripture, to ſay that Deacons or 
Prieſts may ordain, than that the Laity are Priefts 
or Deacons. The ſame Divine Inſticurion mak- 
ing as truly a Difference betwixt the Clergy, as 
it does betwixt Clergy and Laity. 5 


Now if the Order of the Clergy be a Divine 
Paſti ve Inftitution, in which there are different 
Degrees of Power, where ſome alone can Or- 
dain, &c. whilſt others can only. perform other 
parts of the ſacred O if this (as it plainly 
appears) be a Doctrine of Scripruve, then it is a 
Doctrine of Scripture, that there is a Neceſſity of 
ſuch a Succeſſion of Men as have Power to or- 
dain. For do the Scriptures make it neceſſary 
chat Timothy (or ſome Biſhop) ſhould be ſent to 
Epbeſus to ordain Prieſts, becauſe the Prieſts who 
were there could not ordain? And do not the 
lame Scriptures make it as neceſſary, that Time- 
tby's Succeſſor be the only Ordainer, as well as 
He was in his Time? Will not Prieſts in the 

ER next 


W 


= 


( 94) | 
next Age be as deftitute of the Power of Ordain. 
ing, as when Timothy was alive? So that ſince 
the Scriptures teach, that Timothy, or Perſons of 
his Order, could «love ordain in that Age; they 
as plainly teach, that the Sueceſſors of that O:. 
der can alone ordain in any Age, and conſe. 
quently the Scriptures plainly teach a Neceflity 
of an Epiſcopal Succeſſion. | | 


The Scriptures declare there is a Neceſſity of 

? 2 Divine Commiſſion to execute the Office of x 

Prieft; they alſo teach, that this Commiſſion 

can only be had from particular Perſons: There. 

fore the Scriptures plainly teach, there is a Ne: 

ceſſity of a Succeſſion of ſuch Particular Perſons, in 
order to keep up a truly Commiſſion'd Clergy. 


Suppoſe when Timothy was (ent to Epbeſus to 
ordain Elders, the Church had told him, We 
have choſe Elders already, and laid onr Hands 
upon them: That if he alone was allowed to 
exerciſe this Power, ic might ſeem as if be 
alone had it ; or that Miniſters were the better 
for being ordain'd by his particular Hands ; and 
that ſome Perſons might imagine they could have 
no Clergy, except they were ordain'd by him, 
or ſome of his Order; and that ſeeing Chriſt had 
no where made an expreſs Law, that ſuch Per- 
ſons ſhould be neceſſary to the Ordination of the 
Clergy ; therefore they rejected this Authority 
of Timorby, leſt they ſhould ſubject themfelves to 
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Nicet ies and Trifles, 


Will 
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Vin your Lordſhip. ſay, that ſuch a Practice 
would have been allow'd. of in the Epheſians 2 
Or that Minifters ſo ordained, would have been 
receiv'd as the Miniſters of Chrilt 2. If not, why 
muſt ſuch Practice or ſuch Miniſters be allow'd of 
in any after - Ages? Would not the ſame Proceed- 
ing againſt any of Timethy's Succeſors, have de- 
ſerv'd the ſame Cenſure, as being equally un- 
lawful. If therefore the Scripture condemns all 
Ordination but what is Epiſcopal; the Scriptures 
make a Succeſſiov of Epiſcepel Ordainers necellary. 
So that I hope, my Lord, we ſhall be no more 
told that this is a Doctrine not mention d in 
Scripture, or without any Foundation in it. 


The great Objection to this Doctrine is, that 
this Epiſcopel Order of the Clergy, is only an Apo- 
ſtolical Practice; and ſeeing al Apoſtolical Pra- 
ctices are not binding to us, ſure this need not. 


In anſwer to this, my Lord, I ſhall firſt ſhe w, 
that tho all Apoſtolical. Practices are not neceſ- 
ſary, yet ſome may be neceſlary. Secondly, That 
the Divine unalterable Righe of Epiſcopacy is 
not founded merely on Apoſtolical Practice. 


To begin with the Ff; The Objection runs 
thus, All Apoftolical Practices, are not unalterable or 
obligatory to us, therefore no olical Practices are. 
This, my Lord, is juſt as Theological, as if I 
ſhould ſay all Scripture-Truths are not Articles 
af Faith, or Fundamentals of Religion, therefore 
no Scripture-Truths are: Is not the 


. 


656) 
fall as juſt and ſolid in one Caſe as the Other! 
May'there not be that fame Difference betwee, 
ſome Pradices of the Apoſtles and others, tha 
there is betwixt ſome ture-Truths and o. 
thers? Are all Truths equally important that are 
to be found inthe Bible? Why muſt all Practices 
be of the fame Moment that were Apoſtolical 
Now if there be any Way, either divine or hy. 
mane, of knowing an Article of Faith, from the 
ſmalleſt Truth or moſt indifferent Matter in 
Serjpture, they will equally aſſiſt us in diſtinguiſh. 
ing what Apoſtolical Practices are of perperual 
Obligation, and what are nor. But it is a ſtrange? 
way of Reaſoning, that ſome People are fallen 
into, who ſeem to know nothing of Moderation, 
but jump as conſtantly out of one Extream into 
another, as if there was no ſuch Thing as a middle 
Way, or any fuch Virtue as Moderation. Thus 
either the Church muſt have an abſolute wncontroul- 
able Authority, or none at all; we muſt either hold 
all Apoſtolical Practices neceſſary, or none at all. 


Again, if no Apoſtolical Pra&ices can be unal- 
_ terable, becauſe all are not, then no Apoſtolical 

Docrines are neceſſary to be taught in all Ages, 

becauſe all Apoſtolical Doctrines are not; and we 
are no more oblig d to teach the Death, Sati/- 
factios and Reſurrection of Jeſus Chriſt, than we 
are oblig'd to forbid the eating of Blood and Thing: © 
ffransled. If we muſt thus blindly follow them 
in all their Practices, ox elſe be at liberty to leave 
them in all, we muſt for the ſame Reaſon im- 
plicitly teach all their Doctrines, or elſe have 2 


Power of receding from them all. ont 
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For if there be any Thing in the Nature of 
DeSrines; ini the Tena of Scripture, or the Sewſe 
of ay ; whereby we can know the 
rence of ſome Ded from others, that ſome 
were Occeffowi «ry Determinations, ſuired 
to particular States and Conditions in the Church, 
whilſt others were ſuch general Doctrie as 
would concern the Church in all States and Cir- 
cumſtances ; If there can be this difference be- 
twixt Apoftolical Doctrines, there muſt neceflarily 
be the ſame difference berwixt Apoſtolical Pra- 
fices, unleſs we will fay, that their Pra&ice: were 
not ſuited to their Docs. For Occaſional” D- 
dine muſt produce Occaſional Practices. 


Now may not we be oblig d by ſome Practice: 
of the Apoſtles, where the Nature of the Thing, 
and the Conſent of Anriquity ſhew it to be equal- 
lyneceſſary and important in all Ages and Condi- 
tions of the Church, without being ty'd down 
to the ſtrict obſervance of every Thing which 
the Apoſtſes did, tho' it plainly that it 
was e upon accidental and matable Reaſons. 
Can we not be oblig d to obſerve the Lord; Day 
from Apoftolical PraSice, without being e 
oblig d to Lock rhe Doors where we are m "Be. 
caule in 'the'Apoſties Times they lock d chem for 


My Lord, we are do follow the Prafices of 
the Apoſtles, as we ought to follow every Thing 
elle, with Diſcretion and Judgment, and not = 

BE O elle, 
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headlong into_every Thing they did, becauſe | 


they mere ApoRijes, or yet think chat becanſc 


we nged not practiſe aſter n in exery Thing, 


we need do it, ig nothin 
EP, when we 
added upon, and 2 make their . Occaſions] 
Practices perpetual Laws, nor Freak theo ſuch 
General Rules, as will, ys bave * ria- 
un to be obſerv d. a 


If. it.be ask'd, how we can know — Pra. 


imitate 


ices muſt be oblerv's, and what may be laid 


aßfde I anſwer, as we know ile of Faith 
from Truths ; as we know Occefional Do- 
ctrines from Perpetual Nodrines ; that is, from 


the Natyre of = Things, from the Temour of | 


ieee, and dhe Te of Antiquity... 


5 ondly, Tt is not true, that the Divine unal- 
L Righe of Epiſcopacy is founded — up- 
on Apoſllica Pradice. 


We do not ſay that "Epileopcy cannot 
ae merely becauſe we have e 
Practice.for ic ; but becauſe ſuch is the Nagure of 
riflian Prieſthood, that it can only be 


5 in that Method, which God has ap- 


___ pcinted. for its Condinnance. Thus, Epiſcopa- 


cy is the only inſlituted Method 44 ooptinuing 
the Prieſthood ; therefore 1 Cy is wnchange- 
able, not becauſe it i; 25 ical Practice, 


but, becauſe the Tris Mice of rhe Thing requires 


:A F e being * be con. 
« tinued 


br Realopa they 


„ a — „ ee. 


«ds wo. > #aud 
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tinued im cet M 8 joined; 


hat ie is ce Natute «retard Ind 
wo che Apoltglical/, Price” atone, 8 akes 


it 


to- be continued. The Apel 


a inde _ at e 129175 
Order that is #ppoine tit is the Na 
the Prieſthood thar ce us that it is aner 


ble: And tRüt becauſe ad Office whichi is vf 5 
ſignificancy, but as it E Divine Ap 
ment, and inſtitated by can no othe ye 


de continged, e ide way of Comtinitidfice | 
which God has appointed. x 


AIRS 


The Argument «thus ; The 
Priefthogd is ene proced ths; The 
as it begin by the Dive Ae 


ſo it can opt deſcend tb after Ages 9 


Method as has boen / pleaſed to appoitit? «© 
X. Ares 8 Das 1 * 
s (and your ip owns; 

Chriſt was in al that they did)* i infticured. Epiſco- 
pacy dn, thetefote this: Method of Epilcopa- 

Cy is e becauſe an dpoffolicebProttive 
cannot be lait Ble, but becauſe. the Priefthood 
can de ieee co [afrer-Ages in ſucti a Me- 
e We Nl 
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e fairly faced when 


ee 23 5 Bot 7 | 
an infticuted particular Me 
8 the Prieſthood be not necef- 
5 N ann Whether an — = 
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* Anſwer % Dr. Snape. 
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1 know no- Reaſon, Lord it is {6 
uncertain, but — ay: Lo E upon 
r Leit deten be canſider- 
my Lord, that it ſelf; Ba lu. 


2 Ba, on ATA 3 n 
. 

2 That che c 

0 no we have n0 


Scriptures 
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word of Gad ; — Track of n d, and 
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. every other Means of Grace depend our 
3 Knowledge and Belief of the 23 Malt} 
3 _ of Bilhops, becauſe. it can o 

Hiſtorical FO and that ber + 

T Time ? 

Why. Alen do we deblare the belief of the 

* Seripenres neceſſary to > Salvation? Is not L- 
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n 
0 
Ie 
d 
ur 
lt 
on 
by 
at 


(G 
putting the Salvation of Men 


ſupported only by be 
ne of god Fo depend . dove 


be hundred Years , u ace 
' us in 


ceffion may be ed. or fer; that the Bert 
ſon why we ons g beczuſe chere b 4 
Art cho there's all the Prob 
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The Reaſon is this; it has been a receiv'd D. 
arine in every Age of the Church, that no O 
dination was valid but that of Biſhops : This Do 
Arine, my Lord, has been a: conſtant Guard 
upon the Epiſcopal Succeſſion ; for ſeeing it was uni 
verſally believ'd that Biſhops alone could Ordain, 

le, that any Perſons could 


it was morally 5 
ps, who had not been {@ 


be. receiv'd as Bi 
Ordain d. 


2 Now is it not morally. impoſſible, that: in our 
rch any one ſhould be made à Biſhop with? 
out Exiſcapal Ordination? Is there any poflibilicy 
oprick by 


l on of Biſhops was not broke in any | 
ſince the Apoſtles, as that it was not broke | 

n our 2 within theſe Years. 
For the lame Doctrine which preſerves it fort 
ears, may as well preſerve it forty hundred 
Years, if it was equally believ'd in all that 
r.. That this has been the conſtant 
tine of the Church, I preſume your Lord- 
ſhip will not deny; I have not here enter d into 
the Hiſtorical Defence of it, this, and indeed 
every other Inſtitution of the Chtiſlian 1 
2 aving 
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we believe the Seriptures are not —— 
uſe it u a ER — 
that t 2 Faub. . 
Poetsuſs the 2 2 God 15 7 a 
pos d to preſerve ſuch h Books, as were to con- 
to every Age the Means of Salvation. The | 
ne Reaſons prove the great improbabilicy that 
Sacceflion ſhould ever be broke, both be- 
iſe ic was always againſt a receiv'd Doarine * 
break it, and becauſe we may juſtly. hope 1 
Providence of God would keep up his on A 


„ 0 
litt or ”” Pas, — * 


A 2 N. 
I muſt here obſerve, that tho your Lordſhi - # Pr 


den — the. TT of, this Succe 


In, yet at othꝭg 2. yp your ſelf; d 1 


dt r Advocates alert it. us yon tell us, 


z; this Succeſſion then ſuch an improbable, im- 
jc Thing, andyyet can your Lordſhip aſſure 
chat it is at Rome ; that: tho it. be deve n 
ndred Years old there, yet that it is a true 
? Is it ſuch Abſardity, and Nonſence, and eve- . 
Thing chat ul, when we 1» 2 * 


— 
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— be of- the Prizeitive Church. 
t Prev. p. 80. * * 5 


2. 
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ny con-fe ; and yet can your "0 aſſure us that i 
5 is not only poflible to be, butfe#selly is in 
"Elm the Church of Rome? What Arguments, or 
on. on of Authority can your Lordſhip produce to ſhey 
viewer, be xrhat there is a 2 there, 7 will not 


8 it to 1. ha 
anert ado of K 5 1 e is a true 0 


8 

there; you deny that we have it here ; therefore 
F your Lordſhip muſt mean, that we bad not Epi 
ER copal Ordination when we ſeparated from the 
* „Church of Rowe: And here the Controverſee 

, N "muſt reſt betwixt you and your Adverſaries, whe 
ron well ther we bad Epiſcopel Ordination then ; for as your 
At + Lordſhip has expreſly affirm'd, that there is this 
ever Hd. uninterrupted Succeſſion in the Church of Rome, 
bx by Wo it is impoſſible that we ſhould want it, unlek 


5 _ not 5 2. at the Re- 
hot e. 
FP de 

* 


e rdſhip ſhall pleaſe to appear 

75 22 of the Na 2 Story, or any other 

Pretence againſt = Epiſcopal Ordination 

2 we departed for Rome, we ſhall beg leave 

= fhew our ſelves A5 far true hs Ts on as to 
27. — any Pepi 1 our 1 

7 * 8 2 jou dſhip cap 


Tk en 


Bj 1 let the 8 * Laity be ond 
7 1 d to: Your Lordſhip tells them chat 


2 Succeſſion — abſurd, and, 
. 
1 
2 


22 ſpeaking, impoſſible, and, for this Reaſon, 
ho appear 6h be eye 
75 Es 


they need not trouble their Heads about 1 yet 
he ry 24,479, che, .. 


4 another Place you e ey EEG ES 4 
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true uninterrupted Succeſſion is actually in the Church 
of Rome: That is, they are to deſpiſe this 
cencceflion, becauſe it never was, or ever can be, 
yet are to believe that it really. is in the Romiſh 
Church. My Lord, this comes very near ſazing 
and unſ.,zing, to the great Diverſion of the Papiſts. 
Muſt they not met laugh at your Lordſhip's Pro- 
teſtant Zeal, which might be much better call'd 
the Spirit of Popery ? Muſt they not be highly 
pleasd with all your Banter and Ridicule upon 
an uninterrupted Succeſſion, when they ſee you ſo 
kindly except theirs 2 And think it only Nonſenſe 
and Abſurdity, when claim'd by any other Church? 
Surely, my Lord, they muſt conceive great 
Hopes of your Lordſhip, ſince you have here ra- 
ther chcſe to contradict your ſelf, than not vouch 
for their Succeſſion: For you have ſaid it is mo- 
rally impoſſible, yet affirm that it is with them. 
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The third Obje&ion againſt this uninterrupted | 
Succeſſion, is this, that it is a Popiſh Doctrine, and 
gites Papiſts advantage over ut. 


The Objedtion proceeds thus, we muſt not 
aſſert the Neceſſity of this Succeflion, becauſe 
the Papiſts ſay it is only to be found with them. 


might add, becauſe ſome mighty zealous Pro- 
reſtants ſay ſo too. _ 
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But if this be good Argumentation, we;pught 

not to tell the Fews, or Deiſti, &c. that there if any 

eceſſity of embracing Chriſtianity, becauſe the 

uncl Chriſtians can only be ſaved in their 
r 


* Again 
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Again we ought not to inſiſt upon a true pa 
becauſe the Papiſts ſay, that a true Faich i 
in their Communion. So that there is juſ 
much Popery in teaching this Ine, 2; 
aſſerting the Neceflicy of Chriſtianity to a % 
or the Neceflity of a right Faith to a Socinian, i 


I ſhall only trouble your Lordſkip with a W 
or two concerning another Point in my for 
Letter. I there prov'd that your Lordi 
put the whole of our Title to God's Far 
upon Sincerity, a ſuch, Independent of en 
Thing elſe. That no Purity of Worſhip, noe 
cellence of Order, no Truth of Faith, no Sort 
Sacraments, no Kind of Inſtitutions, or 
Church, as ſ«ch, can help us to the leaſt Degree 
God's Favour, or give us the ſmalleſt Advantap 
above any other Communion. And-conſequent 
ly that your Lordſhip has ſet ſincere Tei, & 
hers, Socinians, Muggletonians, and all Heretick: ut 
Schiſmaticks upon the ſame Bottom, as to the! 
- your of God, with ſincere Chriſtians. 


Upon this, my Lord, I am called upon 
prove that theſe ſeveral Sorts of People can bt 
Sincere in your account of Sincerity. To whid 
my Lord, I make this Anſwer, either there us 
ſome ſincere Perſons amongſt Fews, Nl. 
Socmnians, or any kind of Hereticks and Schiſmetic 
or there are not; if there are, your Lordſhip ba 
given them the ſame title co God's Favour, ti 
you have to the ſincereſt Chriſtians, if you will ſay 
there are no ſincere Perſons amongſt any of them 
then your Lordſhip Damns them all in the Gro 


418807 
rely Corruptions in Religion, profeſs'd 
28 5 eilt never ſave People. | 


I have nothing to do to prove the Sinceri 
of any of them, if they are dincere, what 
have faid is true, if you will not allow them to 
de Sincere, you condemn them all at once. 


Again, I humbly ſuppos d a Man might be 
fincere in his Religious Opinions, tho it mighe be 
owing to ſome ill Habits, or ſometh; Criminal in 
Himſelf, that he was fallen into ſuch or ſuch 
2 way of Thinking. Burt it ſeems this is all Con- 
tredifion ; and no Man can be fincere, who has 
mn Faults, or whoſe Faults have any Inflaence upon 
his way of Thinking. | 


Your Lordſhip tells all the Diſſenters, that 
they may be eaſie, if they are ſincere; and that it 
ks the only Ground for Peace and Satisfaction. 
Bat pray, my Lord, if none are to be efteemed 
were, but thoſe who have no Faults, or whoſe 
Fanlts have no Influence upon their Perſwaſions, 
who can be afſur'd that he is ſincere, but he that 
bas the leaſt Pretence to it, the Proud Pheriſee ? 
ff your Lordſhip or your Advocates were defir'd 
d prove your Sincerity, either before God or 


tare no ill Paſſions or Habits, no faulty Prejudi- 
, no paſt or preſent Vices that can have any 
Kitt upon your Minds. My Lord, as this is 
e only Proof that any of you could give of 
Jour own Sincerity in this Meaning of it, ſo the 
Ty Pretence to it would prove the Want of it. 


FINIS. 
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Man, ic muſt be for theſe Reaſons, becauſe you 
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